REVOLUTIONARY 
PERSPECTIVES = 163s, 


Journal of the C.W.O. 


FACTORY GROUPS 
ECONOMICS - correspondence on 


the LAW of VALUE 


Texts of the communist left, no.7 


"ase 
averting: 


Ireland ; Pankhurst - S.W.P. lies 
Reply to the 1.C.C. on 
class violence 


Obituary - Onorato Damen 


.... full details inside ‘ F e C 
© e e a 


Revolutionary Perspectives 16 
one 1980 
CONTENTS 


Afghanistan/Iran: The Imperialist Struggle in Central Asia..1 
Unemployment - the Communist RESPONSE .6ais. esis ae VRsie Desrets Wee co 
British Steel Strike: The Road to VLOTORY so snow ane sos ws Hew wieeiae 
Common Market: Over-Production or War Production? ona. 9 ooo we 
Two Letters on Economic Theory; War and Profit 60 Bowe wee oie dhh 

The Falling Rate of Profit.16 
Open Letter to the International Communist CUPPENG sociwews ced 


Towards Factory Groups of International Communists 04 ere aed 
Onorato Damen ......cccceceee PUREE IT ISD Gewew wie ee cegeweree BL 
Texts of the Communist Left No.7 ..ccee. #9) 679 WEA i bw SH BIT WE 0d, SDA 
Proletarian Terror and Class PaLtY cass 6 ee ste siaaie @ i aiedarene oe B4 


C.W.0. Interventions: Sylvia Pankhurst/Irelana eaee op peewee BO 


PLEASE NOTE NEW ADDRESS 
— eee 


C.W.0., 

P.0. Box, 
Cresswell Lane, 
GLASGOW, 

G12 8AZ, 

U.K. 


(No parcels - write fur instructions ) 


SUBSCRIPTION RATES 


Revolutionary Perspectives is the Quarterly journal of 


the Communist Workers! Organisation. For an annual 
subscription (plus free copies of our agitational 
bulletin, Workers Veice), send £1.50 (or foreign 
equivalent + 50p to caver bank charges) to the address 
above. Cheques and money wrders should be made payable 
ONLY tc the Communist Workers! Organisation. 


| AFGHANISTAN/IRAN: THE IMPERIALIST STRUGGLE IN CENTRAL ASIA 


The latest crisis area for the world capitalist system is in central 
Asia. At first localised in Iran, the crisis which has engulfcd that 
country since the " Islamic Revolution " a ycoar ago has now spilled 
over into Afghanistan, ( and echoes of it have shaken neighbouring 
Pakistan). In Iran the various changes in Khomeni's policies fail 

to bring the country out of chaos, while in Afghanistan governments 
follow one another in dizzy succession. To bourgeois commentators 

this little known arca of the globe has been brought into prominence 
by the "Muslim Revival", by the activitics of mad muftis and deranged 
dervishes, But this 'religious' revival has a mctcrialist basis. 

The combination of the impact of the economic crisis on the archaic 
capitalist sectors in the Muslim-world, coupled with the increase in 
oil prices after 1973, are the earthly keys to this apparently 
religious movement. Outside of the U.S.A. and the U.S.S.R., the bulk 
of the oil rich countries of the world lie in the Muslim Middloc East 
and contral Asia. After 1973, the cconomic weight in the Muslim world 
shifted from the sccular states like Algeria and Egypt, to the more 
clerical ones like Saudi Arabia, Expectations rose in the Muslim world 
that a combination of economic and political Jihad (Holy War) would 
free them from the shackles of poverty and imperialism; thus, even in 
arcas without oil, like Afghanistan, the shock waves of the Muslim re- 
vival have been felt. 


THE NEW_AF6HAN WARS. 


Afghanistan is one of the most remote and least known 
countries in the world, lying; in the semi-arid mountainous backbone of 
Asia, After it became independent in the mid 18th century, its pop- 
ulation of wandering nomads served as a buffer between British imperialism 
in India, and Russian expansion in ccntral Asia, along with Iran and 
Thibet. Control of Afghanistan would have given Russia acccss, via the 
Khyber Pass ( see map) to the plains of northern India, and threatened 
the "jewel of the Empire". The Afghan wars of the nineteenth century, 
of 1838-42 and 78-80 were sucessfully fought by the British to make 
the country a safe "puppet" state. With the formation of the anti- 
German alliance of Britain and Russia in 1907, Afghanistan lost its 
importance for a time. However, the threat of the spread of communism 
from Russia caused Britain to again bloodily intervene in Afghanistan 
in 1919, Its importance grew after 1945, with the rise of Russian 
imperialism, and it maintained its buffer role as a state between 
Russia and the C.E.N.1.0. countries ( Iran, Pakistan), to the south. 


The country remained incredibly poor, with 90% of its 16 million people 
living off pastoral argiculture. Apart from its world monopoly of 
lapis lazuli, its exports amount to little more than some cotton and 
gas to the U.S.S.R, and its has almost no industry. Till now its 
economic survival has largely depended on U.S. and U.S.S.R. competition 
in the aid market, as they vied for influence. But suddenly, ina 
virtual re-run of the Afghan wars, almost exactly 100 years later, 
Afghanistan is again a focal point of imperialist rivalries. 


The political de-stabilisation of Afghanistan started as the effects 
of the crisis began to be felt in the early years of the last decade, 
In 1973 the monarchy was overthrown by Daoud, who tried to divert 
discontent by whipping up anti-Pakistan fecling; Afghanistan claims 
large areas of Pakistan, where 7 million Pathan tribesman -the dominant 
ethnic group in Afghanistan- live. Pakistan's closing of the border 
caused further economic troubles, and as the economic crisis deepened, 
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so did the political one. In May 1978, Taraki, supported by theo 
Army, overthrew Daoud in a coup, and announced a programme of 
"modernisation", particularly parcellation of the large estates and 
economic co-operation with the Russians. ‘ Pakistan clearly wished 
her rival to be locked in domestic conflict, and unable to act over 
the question of the Pathans, . Since their interests co-incided with 
those of their imperialist masters, the U.S.A., which was growing - 
worried at Russian influence in Afghanistan, they were allowed to 
proceed, Muslim tribesmen were armed and trained in Pakistan, and 
over wide areas of the country Afghan tribesmen rose in revolt 
against the "godless" government in Kabul, In February last year, 
the U.S, Ambassador in Kabul was assasinated, with apparent connivance 
by the Taraki regime, and the U.S. announced a drastic cut in aid to 
the country. In control of little more than the country round 
Kabul, and bereft of U.S. aid, the modernising section of the. Afghan 
bourgedisic, linked to the Army and Kabul elite, saw its salvation 
in closer ties with the Russians, In another coup in March 1979, 
Amin replaced Taraki, who disappeared, and Russian economic and 
military aid was stepped up. Amin proved no more capable of ending 
the Muslim rebellion than Taraki, and in December last year, the 
latest act in the farce was acted out when Babrak Karnal came to 
power in a coup organized in Moscow, and an estimated 40,000 troops 
crossed from Russia into Afghcnistan to restore "order". Karmal 

is much more pro-Soviet than his predecessors, and is an ex-member of 
of the Khalk ( Masses "-Afghan C.P.), having formed his rival 
Parcham ( Banner) group in 1967, which is more pro-Moscow. Russian 
control has now increased to the extent that their Army is in virtual 
control of all the major towns in the country, and the rouble is 
rumoured to be circulating as the official currency! The’ nightware 
of British politicans in the last century- the Russians at the 
Khyber pass~ has been realised. In the event of a wider war, the 
Russian army is now within striking distance of the Indian Ocean, 
and the west's crucial supply routes. 


THE RUSSIAN VIETNAM? 
Behind the barrage of slogans about support for 
the independence of. the Afghan people, lie the’ interests of Russian 
imperialism. The Russian greet each new coup as a glorious popular 
act, forgetting their previous support'for the departed "bloody 
executioner", The Russians clearly expected a quick victory from 
their intervention in Afghanistan, producing, a much necdea prestige 
boost, anda strategic gain, ( Afghanistan is of little economic 

value to Russia). But just as they were forced to follow the Dergue 
in Ethiopia "to the finish", so they are forced to §0 ever deeper 
into the Afghan mire, in order to produce a stable, pro-Soviet 
gevernment in Kabul. What is astonishing, is not so much this fact, 
but the fact that the Russians are acting so openly, in front of 

the T.V. cameras of the world, in carrying out this display of 
military might. Their motives for this lie in the recent set-backs 
they have suffered, due to the agreement of the N.A.T.0. ‘countries 
in Europe to host the new U.S.Cruise missiles, Their propaganda 
bluff of unilateral troop withdrawals from East Germany having’ 


ularly in the Army, have been demanding such a policy for some time, 
and the Russian government had little option but to make a show of 
strength, But this show of strength involved minimal risks; the U.S, 
will not go to war to prevent the emergemce of a pro-Seviet Afghan- 
istan. Though continuing to support the Afghan rebels, they will 
instead re-draw the battle’ lines, by strengthening Pakistan and 
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trying to woo Iran back into the fold. In the meantime, it is un- 
likely that the Muslim tribes will pose a serious threat to Russian 
control of Afghanistan, though they will be of nuisance value for 
a long time. any of them hate each other as much as they hate any 
outsider; in particular the minority ethnic groups resent the dom- 
inant Pathans, and a combination of repression and conciliation will 
probably lead to a relatively stable pro-Soviet Afghanistan. But 
Russian imperialism will pay dearly, and gain little economic benefit 
‘on cits Afghan adventure. 


IRAN: THE CRISIS GOES ON. 

While the Russians have gained in Afghanistan, 
in neighbouring Iran events have again swung, pendulum fashion, in 
their favour. After the early phase of the "Islamic Revolution", 
Khomeni and his henchmen swung back towards the U.S., and turned 
against Russia, as reported in the last R.P. The Tudeh (C.P.) was 
persecuted, and the Kurdish rebels fighting for autonomy accused 
of being in league with Moscow. Khomeni has discovered that man 
cannot live on Jihad alone, and repression of the internal enemy 
was designed to cover up failure to resolve even the basis economic 
problems facing Iran. Total economic chaos looms; unemployment is 
at least 20%, inflation is out of control, and Iran is threatening 
default on its international loans. These factors had begun to lead 
to discontent with Islamic rule. The referendum turning Iran into 
a theocratic state was a flop; even. though a majority voted for 
a virtual theocracy, with Khomeni as its head, the turn out was very 
low. In most of the ethnic areas the polls were boycotted, and even: 
in Tehran there was high abstentionism. Disontent was surfacing 
amongst the unemployed in Tehran, who marched for work, and the 
middle classes and part of the Army, discontented with Khomeni, 
were swinging to the 'liberal' Ayatollah Shariat Madari, who is in 
favour of the re-secularisation of Iranian politics. 


In this situation, Khomeni stepped up the war against the dissident 
ethnic minorities in Iran, such as the Kurds, Baluchis, Turkomans,° 
Arabs and Azerbaijanis ( see map). The Iranian ruling elite is 
drawn from the Persians proper, and the ethnic groups, who amount to 
half the population, are excluded from power. In addition many are 
Sunni Muslims, rather than Shi'ites like Khomeni, and have different 
languages and cultures traditionally suppressed by the centralising 
Iranian state. As well as repressing the minorities, Khoneni turned 


Kurds. Prior to the seizure of the U.S. Embassy in Tehran, virtual full- 
scale civil war had erupted between the Kurds and Khomeni. 


THE KURDS, 

The Kurds are a largely tribal people whose "homeland" 
stretches across Iran, Turkey and Iraq. Promised a "state" at the end 
of W.W.I., they were eventually parcelled out anongst the clients of the 
imperialist Powers, and have been in a state of semi-rebellion ever 
since, The Kurds lack a bourgeoisie, or any class capable of substit- 
uting itself for the bourgeoise, and have never united across national 
frontiers. More importantly, the dream of a "Kurdistan" will never 
become a reality, since no imperialist power has any interest in the 
creation of a poverty stricken, landlocked state, since too many in- 
terests would be offended in the Process. The Kurds are imperialist 
pawns par excellence; when a country swings to either the U.S. or the 
U.S.S.R., its Kurds are stirred up by the other power; eg,, the 
Kurds in Syria have been aided by both American and Russia! Local 
bourgeoises also utilise the Kurds, When the Shah had a border con- 
flict with Iraq, he aided Kurds, while repressing his own. 


But Khomeni's Jihad against the Kurds haa proved a failure, and was 
encouraging the other minorities to strike out for autonomy, when 

he was presented with a face-saver, The Shah in exile went to the U.S. 

for medical treatment, No longer were internal Scapegoats needed, 

By demanding the extradition of the Shah, Khomeni could emerge again as 
the champion of national unity. The Kurds were greeted as brothers, 

misguidedly stirred up by the U.S., not, as Khomeni previously claimed, 

by Russia. The circus of the occupation of the American embassy, and 

taking hostage of the staff, to press for the Shah's return, was 

used to divert the masses' attention from their real problems. 


At the same time, the Tudeh have emerged from the shadows, and thoir 
militants have joined in the occupation of the embassy in Tehran. 

The switch in Khomeni's position was shown clearly, when revolutionary 
guards refused to allow a demonstration against the Russian involvement 
in Afghanistan to develop into a similar occupation. For the moment, 
the U.S. position in Iran is precarious, But despite all the howls of 
"Death to Carter", the logic of capital will eventually force Iran 

back rae the U.S. camp, even if the "American Shah" is returned and 
executed, 


PERSPECTIVES FOR IRAN, 
U.S. policy on Iran at the moment is to keep 
its options open. On the one hand it threatens to impose economic 
Sanctions on Iran, to placate domestic opinion in the run up to the 
presidential election, but on the other it ensures that sanctions 
will not occur by placing the matter before the United Nations, 

It has imposed a boycott of Iran oil, but U.S. purchasers simply 

by Iranian oil on European markets, At the same time, they have 
packed the Shah off to Panama, in the hope that Panama might return 
him to Iran, and remove the problem at its source, re-opening the 
way for a normalisation of U.S.-Iranian relations. 


For the Iranian bourgeoisie also, a normalisation of relations with 

the U.S. is the only way in which total economic collapse can be 

avoided; no faction of Iranian capital -desires.a Russian" solution 

to the political and economic stalemate. The longer the chaos con-= 
tinues, the more danger of the anger of the Iranian masses turning from 

from its present religious mystication, onto the path of class 

struggle. Only the U.S. can carry out the rebuilding of the Iranian 
economy and military machine which will provide a bulwark against this. 


The Khomeni regime is a Bonapartist one in mufti garb, balancing between 
the various social class, and the personification of none; like all 
such regimes, its rule can only be relatively short lived. The rule 

of the Ayatollahs has not even provided a temporary solution to the 
economic crisis in Iran, and is no nearer erecting a stable political 
structure in the country than it was a year ago. Khomeni serves the 
interests of neither imperialist bloc, nor of the Iranian bourgeoisie. 
An "accident" produced by. social contradictions raised to a fever 
pitch, which will be rectified by social development, his rule in- 
volves a continual balancing act that intensifies social decomposition. 
In the interests of capital, he must go. The question is, whether his 
removal will involve civil war, which would put all the elements of 
the Iranian situation back in the melting pot. For the U.S., and for 
the Iranian bourgeoisie, the best possible outcome would be Khomeni's 
death for which they are prepared to wait a little while longer. 

The only wa; Khomenits rule could survive would be if, after the ex- 
tradition and execution of the Shah, he adopted a firm, and consistent 
U.S. stance. Events in Afghanistan could provide him with the avenue 
towards such a policy. 


As unemployment; inflation and the draconian hand of Islamic reaction 
has grasped Iran, the working class has been largely silent. But it 
still holds the key to the whole situation, and has the power to lead 
the rural workers and@-urban~semi-proletarians in a. struggle against all 
the elements of the bourgeoisie. This is the message that communists 
inside and outside Iran have to put forward, But until the working 
class heeds this message, civil war and political chaos will continue 
engulf central Asia. 


to 
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ENGELS ON AFGHANISTAN 


"The geographical position, and the peculiar character of 
the people, invest the country with a political import- 
ance that can scarcely be over-estimated in the affairs of 
Central Asia.... The Afghans are a brave, hardy and indepen- 
dent race; they follow pastoral or agricultural occupations 
only, eschewing trade and commerce. With them war is an 
excitement and relief......The Afghans are divided into 
clans, over which the various chiefs exercise a sc-~t of 
feudal superiority. Their indominable hatred of ruie.. 
prevents them being a powerful nation; but this very 
irregularity and uncertainty of action makes them dangerous 
neighbours, liable to be blown about by the wind of caprice, 
or to be stirred up by political intriguers, who artfully 
excite their passions....." 


(10 August, 185 . Quoted in Marx/Engels On Colonia? sm pi43,4-) 
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UNEMPLOYMENT -— THE COMMUNIST RESPONSE 


INTRODUCTION, 
The following article is reproduced from the agitational 

bulletin of the C.W...., Workers Voice No 26. The impact of unemployment 

on the working class, with its tendency to de-class the unemployed, and 

demoralise those remaining in jobs, demands a response from communists. 

In this we must avoid, on the one hand, giving support to the ideas 

peddled by the leftists in "Right to Work" campaigns, which imply that 

unemployment is an accident, due to the bosses' incompetence or malevolence. 

We have to point out the connection between the inescapable crisis and 

unemployment, and between the crisis and the fight for socialism. But on 

the other hand, we have to avoid confining our intervention to truisms, 

which reduce themselves to saying that communism is the answer to 

unemployment, and fail to evolve a strategy for linking the fight over 

unemployment to the growth of class consciousness and the building of 

the revolutionary organization. Below we suggest, in polemical form, 

some methods by which we could approach the above tasks. The bulletin 

was distributed by C.W.0. militants and sympathisers in December and 

January, at workplaces around the country. Copies are available from 

the group address. 
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CRISIS FOR THE BOSSES - LAY-OFFS FOR THE WORKERS 
~ re yen ne RET 


Mersyside: 2,000 jobs a month beins lost. 
Scotland : 20,000 jobs lost in the last year 
British Leyland: 25,000 redundancies. 

British Steel: Shotton closed, Corby to follow. 


After a brief lull in 1976-8 the crisis of capitalism once again increased 
its hold in 1979 and the system staggers on into the eighties with pre- 
aictions of record rates of inflation and-unemployment. The present 
Government itself has predicted a fall in living standards next year, as 
well as unemployment levels of nearly 24 million. But if the facts of 

the crisis cannot be denied, there are plenty of lies being put around 
about its causes and cures. 


LTE No.1 ( Put around by both Conservative and Right-Wing Labour 
politicians.) is that workers! wage demands cause the crisis and lead to 
unemployment and inflation. This can't possibly be true, since countries 
where workers are paid next to nothing are still feeling the economic 
crisis. Workers wage demands are necessary to defend their livelihood 
By accepting all the politicians rubbish about the crisis, we could end 
up paying for it. 


LIE No.2 (Put about by Labour left-wingers, Trotskyists and members of 
the Communist Party.) is that capitalism is still making big profits, 

out these are going into the pockets of the greedy bosses. The truth 

is that capitalism today cannot produce enough profit for new invest- 
ment. The reason that the leftists spread this lie is because they 

went industry to be nationalised- to be taken out of the hands of private 
individuals, But this solves nothing, for two reasons. First, 
nationalisation of the whole economy has occurred in Russia but the 
workers there are still being told by the government to work harder and 


accept a lower standard of living. Second, as any shipyard, coal, steel 
or car worker knows, nationalisation is always followed by ratio alisation, 
and that means lay-offs. All nationalisation does is to transfer industry 
from one boss to a committee of bosses ( the State). The workers can 

only control industry when they control the State. 


The fact is that there are no cures for the crisis within the present 
system. As nore industries become unprofitable, there will be more and 
more redundancies. But the lay offs wont hit all workers together, 

Today it is British Leyland and British Steel tomorrow it will be other 
jobs. The bosses will try to arrange it so that one section of workers 

is divided against another to have them begging for work. In addition the 
huge "reserve army" of unemployed will be used to threaten striking 
workers with the sack. Worker will be pitted against worker. If we 

ever reach that stage the chances of fighting the lay offs will already 

be slimmer. We can't wait till we're unemployed because then we will be 
split up and isolated. Only in the workplace, when we're all together, 
can we organise. a fight against the ley offs. Our only strength is 
our ability to act together, and this means outside of and against the 
trades unions. 

The workers at Singers on Clydeside have learned to their cost what it 
means to follow the unions. After the workers there originally rejected ; 
the management's redundancy plans, the unions persuaded the Singer's work- 
force to accept them. The end result?- the whole factory has closed down! 
At the British Steel works at Shotton, union delaying tactics have allowed 
the management to close down the plant without a fight. Meanwhile, the 
workers at Corby have tried to resist union tactics, but the unions have 
still kept the struggle isolated and under their control, so the steel 
workers are beginning the think resistance to lay offs is hopeless. 


The capitalist system is in permanent crisis today,it can only gaina 
respite by making more and more demands on the working class. The 
only alternative is not to beg for the right to work, as the defeated 
workers in the Thirties did, but to organize for the fight to live. To 
do this we must unite against all redundancy plans. Voting in favour of 
lay offs, as the workers at British Leyland have just done, is to vote 
your workmates, and eventually yourself, out of a job. The bosses are 
laughing, because they knew this divides us and weakens our ability to 
fight back. And the weaker we are, the more savagely will the bosses 
attack, It is no coincidence that British Steel's 2% pay offer came 
soon after the Shotton workers decided not to fight closure. We must: 


* Refuse to take part in management ballots recommending lay offs. 
Burn the ballot boxes! 

* Organize the mass fight outside the unions! control, and keep the 

fight outside the unions. 

Unite the whole factory by holding mass assemblies if the bosses and 

unions try to close one shop or section. 

Send flying pickets to other factories to extend the struggle when 

the whole factory is threatened. 

* Where cut backs in production can't be prevented, demand work-sharing 
and no lay-offs. This will keep us together and therefore more able 
to resist further attacks. 


* 


* 


Only in this way can we begin to gather our strength to continue the 
fight. The fight which is just beginning with the struggle against 
lay-offs, but: which must end with the struggle of a united working- 
class, employed and unemployed. A struggle for a system without 
unemployment, without inflation, without profits and without war. A 
system which has yet to be won anywhere in the world- in a word, 
communism. : 
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BRITISH STEEL STRIKE - THE ROAD TO VICTORY 


Almost exactly one year ago, a wave of class struggle erupted in the 
U.K. for the first time since the coming to power of the Labour Party 
in 1974.( for details, see R.P. 13). This Labour government had it- 
self come to power, after a similar wave of class struggle had toppled 
the Heath government. The inability of the Labour Party to derail or 
contain the latest outburst, coupled with the failure of its economic 
policies in general, led the bourgeoisie to turn to the alternative of 
a "tough" Tory government, headed by Thatcher, and dedicated to a 
frontal attack on the working class via. monetarist economic policies, 
and the use of the law and the state in controlling strikes. Plans 
for the "reform" of trades union law ( ie, the control of picketing) 
rumble on, but the other arm of Tory policy is being implemented 
already,.and has led to the steel strike, which began on January 2. 


The efforts of the Tories, influenced by the Friedmanite enthusiast, 
Keith Joseph, to stimulate the private "profitable" sector of the 
economy, involves cutting back on the administration costs of capitalism, 
ie., the civil service and such public services as health, education etc. 
In real terms spending on these sectors has fallen this year, and will 
fall even further next. Here the shopkeeper's logic of Thatcher to an 
extent co-incides with the logic of capital; money saved on these un- 
productive expenditures will be freed for investment in industry via. 
cuts in the taxation of the bourgeoisie. But shopkeepers don't make 
good economists, and the other arm of Tory logic is to stop the process 
of diverting surplus value from the still profitable sector of the 
economy, to the non-profitable, and largely state owned industrial 
sector. The Tories imagine these are non-profitable because they are 
state owned, whereas they are State-owned because they are non- 
profitable. 


The process of capital accumulation leads to a situation where the 
rate of profit on the capital intensive industries ( coal, steel, 
railways etc.) falls to a level where the available mass of profit 
is insufficient to recquip the productive forces.(1). This leads to 
a situation in every industrial country where these industries are 
either directly controlled and owned by the state, or heavily sub- 
sidised by the state. What the government does is to transfer 
surplus value from the profitable sectors of the economy, via. taxes, 
into these unprofitable sectors, in the interests of the national 
capital as a whole. To subsidise is cheaper than to import for the 
national capital. This process has obviously gcne furthest in the 
older industrial countries like Britain, but even the giant of the 
world economy, the U.S. is not immune from the same tendency, 


"Clearly, Big Steel feels its basic problem is the inability 
to generate enough cash to finance the plant modernisation 
needed to compete with foreign mills, most of which are 
government aided. 
The industry estimates that it will need more than 3% bn, 
a year in capital expenditures between now and 1985.. That's 
double the cash flow- profits and ability to depreciate old 
equipment for tax purposes- that has been available to steel, = 
makers in recent years the Chairman of U.S. Steel said. It's 
not only steel that's in trouble, our infrastructure is falling 
apart." ( From a recent A.P. story) 


C1). This point is fully explained in R,P,2 "Economic Foundations of 
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Capitalist Decadence", and in R.P.8, "Credit and the Crisis", 


It is this process which the present government does not grasp, in its 
Quixotic attempt. to make the nationalised industries "profitable", and 
the only question is, how much damage they will do to the national 
capital before,like Heath before them ,they are forced to retreat. 
Already influential voices in the bourgeoisie are criticising present 
economic policies, such as cut-backs in subsidies to the railways, 


The determination of the government to make the nationalised industries 
pay was shown in the recent linking of a £400 million investment plan 

to save British Leyland, to acceptance by the company's workers of 

the plan to close down factories employing 25,000 men.. The new attitude 
of determination on the bosses part was shown in the affair of the 
sacking of Robinson, convener at Longbridge, for his opposition to the 
Edwardes plan, This was intended to show that even the most limited 
"trades unionist" opposition to rationalisation would not be permitted. 
Thhe fact that B.L. workers in the Midlands struck for the re-instatement 
of a full time union bureaucrat, whose record in accepting previous 
redundancies and denouncing strikes is well documented, is a real 
testimony to the present low level of class consciousness. 


Another indication of the attempt to stop diverting surplus-value 

from the still profitable sectors of the economy, to the unprofitable, 
heavy industry and largely nationalised sector, can be seen in the 
refusal of the government to step up aid to the British Steel Corp- 
oration, at present losing over £300 millions a year. This has led 

to proposals to step up the speed of shedding labour in the industry, 
and to the offer of a 2% wage "rise" from British Steel, at a time 
when inflation is 16%, i.e. a 14% wage cut. The last time British 
steel workers went on strike was in the tragedy of 1926-the General 
Strike. Today we see the repetition of a union led -lanoeuvre to: derail 
and defeat a section of the working class. The Iron and Steel Trades! 
Confederation ( I.S.1.C.) has accepted over 50,000 redundancies in 

the past 15 years, and announced that it will not oppose the sacking 
of another 52,000 of the 180,000 who remain in the industry. It 
crippled the confused and disoriented efforts of the Shotton and Corby 
workers to fight closure, and watched them go down in defeat, It has 
negotiated productivity deals over the years which have on occasion 
outpaced wage rises before taking account of inflation. And after 
waiting till the B.S,C. bosses have built up a month's supply of 
steel, the I.S,T.C. has called the steelworkers out on strike, in 
rejection of the latest offer of 6% ( raised from 2%). Any illusions 
that the union was at last leading a fight against the crisis must 
surely have been dispelled when on the second day of the strike, Sirs 
of the I.S,T.C. announced thet the union was , after all, prepared to 
negotiate on self-financing productivity deals, and would call off 

the strike if the bosses offered something "on account". -Why then, 
did the I.S.1.C. and the other unions ( eg. blastfurnacemen) call 

this strike at all? 


Althou steel workers in Britain have been passive in the face of the 
pales agg = those in France and Germany ( see R.P. 13), there have 
been signs recently that the worm had turned and that steel workers 
might take action themselves. Passivity had led only to sate 
and steel workers slipping from 3rd. to 30th in the manual workers 
pay league in Britain. At Corby, and on the shop floor in reaction 

to the latest pay offer, there were signs that the workers might ’ 
begin to take action themselves; it was to prevent this that the union 
called the strike. The unions anticipate that this strike will be 
defeated ( which it will, if it remains in union control) and that 
afterwards redundancies and austerity can be imposed on a passive 

and demoralised class. The unions do NOT do this because they are 
corrupt or machiavellian ( though they are both), but because they 
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exist to negotiate the market price of labour power, They are tied to, 
and integrated into, capitalism; when this is in crisis, they negotiate 
the best way in which the workers can pay for the crisis. “ 


While the unions struggle to control the class in the steel strike, by 
taking control of "sympathy" action by calling on other_unions to 
support the strike, and warning against "cowboy", that is militant, 
picketing, while they look for the best moment to capitulate, the 
bosses and management will sit happily on their stockpiles. They are 
saving vast wage and raw material costs in a strike that they clearly 
wanted to be called, and whose fruits they hope to inherit. It is 
true that the bosSes may manoever the class into a position where the 
advantage is against it~as in the present strike- but this is all the 
more reason to take up the gauntlet, and fling it back in their faces. 
The steel workers cannot retreat, but they cannot carry their struggle 
forward in a passive way, by leaving it to the unions. A MONTH IS TOO 
LONG- the bosses can wait it out, the workers cannot. They have to 
take the struggle out of the unions! hands, and take it to the rest of 
the class. The following demands should be put forward by communist 
workers in the steel mills, and by communists in general, 


- For local: and national strike committees elected from the shop-floor. 
- For mass picketing and daily mass assemblies during the strike. 
- For a total ban on all emergency and maintenance work. 


- For the blockading of all steel stockholders, to prevent the despatch 
of finished steel to users. There are signs that such tactics are 
already being debated in south Yorkshire. 


- For a flat rate wage increase that covers all productivity deals 
and inflation in the last year. No more productivity deals, 


- NO REDUNDANCIES IN THE INDUSTRY: LINK THE STRUGGLE ON WAGES TO THAT 
AGAINST UNEMPLOYMENT. ' NO RETURN TO WORK TILL THIS DEMAND IS MET, 


Steel workers must also actively campaign to explain to other workers 
that their struggle is that of the whole class. If the steel workers 

are defeated the green light will have been given for a marked escalation 
of the class war of the bosses against the whole of the working class. 
For steel and other workers, the best form of. defence is attack, no 
quarter given! 


But even if the steel workers win this struggle, it will only be a 
short term victory 3 austerity and unemployment will still threaten 
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APPEAL -TO OUR READERS, 


The deepening of the crisis has meant an increase in the 
tasks facing communists in their intervention in the class 
struggle. The C.W.0. has résponded to this challenge, but 
the ever increasing cost of materials, transport etc. mean | 
financial difficulties. If we could publish our journal | 
in printed form this would greatly increase our circulation, | 
and release the energies of the group for other tasks, We | 
are therefore opening an APPEAL FUND, to enable us to go 
printed by the summer, We are asking : our readers and 
sympathisers to send donations towards this objective to 

the group address inside the front cover. 


Eth ar tetera Sia ac ncaa | 


at 


COMMON MARKET: OVER-PRODUCTION or WAR PRODUCTION? 


The worsening of the capitalist crisis naturally leads to increased 
rivalries between national capitals, which can Give the illusion of having 
overcome old animosities in periods of prosperity. Thus the Common 
Market ( E.E.C.) appears at the moment to be tearing itself apart in a 
series of squabbles between the different member states. Thus France 
has been waging war against the importation of cheap Italian wine in 

the last few months, and has erected a boycott of British lamb. In the 
meantime, Britain has“béen defending "her" fishing stocks against the 
inroads of fishermen from other E.E.C. countries. The most recent 
addition to this chorus of disagreement has been the voice of Thatcher, 
the British Prime Minister, who has’ been arguing that Britain's cons u 
tribution to the E.E.C. Budget via. the terms of the Common Agricultural 
Policy ( C.A.P.) is too high by £300 millions a year, and that the richer 
countries, like France and Germany, should pay more. As the devotees 

of perfidious Albion bay in admiration of Thatcher, Marxists ask the 
question, of what the reality behind all these squabbles means. 


The most notable fact about all these disagreements, is that they 
concern agricultual products, and centre round the C.A.P. This policy 
has produced the infamous wine lakes and butter mountains which have 
become journalistic bye-words in the last few years. Vast surpluses 

of agricultural products have been turned into livestock fodder, or 
"dumped" onto non= E.E.C, markets, such as Russia. Superficially this 
mignt evpear to present a picture of overproduction of supply due to 
rising capitalist productivity outstripping demand. In reality, there 
is no "overproduction", only a disruption of normal market forces, due 
to the orientation of the agricultural sector of the E,E.C. to self- 
sufficiency and war production. 


She BEC, and the CAP. 

™he E.E.C. was set up after W.W.II in order to work towards European 
eccnomic and political unification, the latter hopefully following on 
the soxrmer. With the full backing of U.S. imperialism, the E.E.C. was 
seen hopefully leading to a strong Europe, as a barrier to Russian 
on. Although the economic policies of the E.E.C. may hit the 


inte s of particular elements of U.S. capital, its existence is 
pet he overall globel strategy of the U.S.A., and not as some 


Ss like the Trotskyist Mandel, or wishful 'Europeans'like J.J. 
chreiber would like to think, the emergence of a "rival" block 
ov imperialism, Onl the anachronistic or fringe elements of European 
capitalism oppose U.S, military domination of Europe; the most crucial 
elements are simultaneously most pro-E.E.C., amd most pro- N.A.T.0. 
That is, they agree to U.S. military control of Europe via. N.A.T.0., 
ch coulé mean the total destruction: of European capital, in a war 
leunched by the U.S. without even consulting Europe. 


It is to the question of war that the C.A.P. should be linked. It is 
probable, but not certain, that W.W,III would begin in Europe; even ~~ 
it could be more protracted than formerly imagined ( the reasons for this 
are outlined in R.P, 15, in the text "Rumours of War". ). In the event 

ef being cut off from the U.S.A., or other suppliers in any war, * 

Europe is self sufficient, or nearly so, in many basic raw materials, 
(coal, ivon and to a lesser extent, oil.). But until recently, it was 
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greatly vulnerable to imported food supplies, even in basic commodities 
like wheat and beef, The C.A.P. is designed to make the E,E.C. self- 
sufficient in basic foodstuffs,-in order that it could withstand 
anything from an economic blockade, to an outright war. 


Unfortunately, Europe's peasants and farmers are not driven by patriotism 
but by the profit motive. Europe's farmers could, by heavy investment and 
the cultivation of "marginal" land, achieve about 90% self-sufficiency in 
basic foodstuffs. But the rate of profit on this production would be 
very low, and undoubtedly prove negative if cheaper foreign foodstuffs 
were allowed free access to the E.E.C. Without government intervention, 
this self: sufficiency will not be achieved. . The C.A.P. works by 
putting high tarriffs on certain key food imports ( wheat, butter, meat.), 
and also by offering European farmers guaranteed prices for these pro- 
ducts no matter what world market prices are, or what their costs of 
production were. ( This removes the disincentive to maximisation of 
output, which normally leads to falling prices). These guaranteed 
prices are very high, and combined with massive subsidies (agriculture 
is undoubtedly the most heavily subsidised industry in Europe today), 
they ensure thet Europe's peasants and farmers will "produce the goods". 


BRITISH CAPITALISM AND THE BE. EC. 

The economic policies of the present Conservative government in the U.K. 
show the dire straights that British capitalism in particular is in. It 
is full of contradictions, and appears to be pursuing the interests of spe- 
cific capitals over the national capital ( see editorial on the steel 
strike), and of the national capital over the E.E.C. The failure of 
"international" state capitalist means in dealing with the crisis 

hos led the bourgeoise in desperation to "try anything". It cannot 
be long, however, before the bourgeosie calls a halt, and Thatcher is 
forced to "do a Heath", and capitulate on her economic policies, or a 
Labour government is returned. , 


ee stand on the C.A.P. question is an attempt to squeeze special 
treatment out of the E.E.C. by stirring up poujadist Anglo-Saxon phil- 
istinism, The C,A.P, allows countries. to import from "traditional" 
Suppliers, which may be cheaper, but only if the excess, to make the 
price up to that guaranteed by the C.A.P, price, is paid into the 

Coulton Be Babs treasury,to be used as subsidies etc. Because the U.K, 
ieee prefers U.S, wheat, or Australian butter, or New Zealand 
bee ne the E.E.C, alternatives, the payments made by Britain are 

: ry igh. To Thatcher's protests, the reply of Gunderlach ( EE.C. 
griculture Minister) might well be, "Let them eat croissants! "s 


as thee the C.A.P. allow the Tories to present rising food prices 
ie Cat. ee E.E.C, malevolence to Britain, forgetting that 
sg ee ine food prices has resulted from the devaluation 
pat Sete ie 2H reen Pound", the unit in which agricultural prices 
the oan . « As firm defenders of agricultural capitalist interests 

5 es callei for this even before they were elected, and later ; 


of t itai 

tate Sap 7,0 Britain's economy, The weapon lurking in the back- 

pt Aneel ain's new found oil wealth; the Germans in particular want 

pric foeeg a to Britain's sulphur free oil. It is therefore 

means ee kind of trade-off deal will be done on British con- 

Maes cares fio Common Market Budget. In return for E.E.C. access to 

Peeukee an fishing stocks, it is probable that some kind of special 
nt, possibly in the form of rebates from the E.E.C. "kitty" will 
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be given to Britain. Then the government will have to thrash around 
for some other mystification on which to blame rising food prices. 

THE FUTURE OF THE BiB gC nnn nn ee ode 

The present disputes inside the Common Market show its basic weakness. 
But despite all these traumas, the E.E.C. will not fall apart, even with 
the centrifugal tendencies. introduced by the possible addition of 

Spain, Portugal and Greece, not to mention Turkey, this will not happen. 
The main function of the E.E.C. now is political ana military. Despite 
any economic problems which might be caused by the admission of these 
southern European countries, admission would tie them more firmly to 
European capital, and hence to N.A.7.0. and the U.S.A. Despite the 
groans of U.S. farmers who shout loudly against E.E.C, tarriffs on 
their grain, and complain about "protectionism", the U.S. government 
realises that alternative markets for American grain exist, and also 
that what the C.A.P. protects, in the long run, is the 8lobal interests 
of American imperialism, 


On the other hand, even if the Common Market will not. fall apart, 
progress towards economic and political union is occurring at a snail's 
pace. True, a European parliament now exists, but it is an island of 
impotence in a sea of indifference; the prospects for a "European 
Government"are as far away in 1980 as they were in 1950. Economic 
unification- apart from such trifles as Britain's conversion to the 
metric system- is also marking time, as schemes for such things as 
uniform currencies, tax systems etc., are now regarded as pie in the 
sky. The E.E.C. will continue to "mark time", a soldier in the service 
of U.S, imperialism, until it is either destroyed by a world war, or 
by the onslaught of the European working class as part of the world 
proletarian upheaval. 


XxxXXXxxx 
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German Revolution 1919. Turmoil in Iran | 
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Money, Credit and Crisis. Class Violence. 
History of C.W.0O. Crisis in Turkey. | 
The Period of Transition. | 
RP, 9. 
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Trotskyism and the Counter- Communist Organization. | 
Revolution. (Russia 1921-8. ) Nicaragua: War in the Sahara. | 
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BLP, 10, Pe 5. 
Meaning of Decadence. Marxism and..Ireland. 
Latin America: Middle East, Terrorism (discussion); France, 
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TWO LETTERS ON ECONOMIC THEORY 


CORRESPONDENCE ON WAR AND PROFIT IN THE CYCLE OF ACCUMULATION. 


Correspondence is an important task for a revolutionary organisation 
to conduct. The theory and tactics defended in its press are not 
sacrosanct, and if subject to criticism must be defended: if in- 
defensible, abandoned. Over the years the CWO has been slow to 
publish relevant exchanges from its correspondence with readers, but 
we hope in future to correct this failing. 


This: issue of R.P. contains two exchanges on economics which we had 
with sympathisers in 1979. Both raise serious questions concerning 
aspects of our economic analysis, and both we try to resolve. We 

have shortened the letters from the sympathisers to a simnls elucid~ 
ation of their questions, and have removed some incidental material 
from our replies. The correspondence shows the CWO carrying out two 
roles which it has taken up on the economic plane since its foundation. 
On the one hand further developing the Marxist theory of the crisis 
based on the falling rate of profit (war and devaluation has not been 
explained in our press before), and on the other attempting to 
minimise some of the confusions spread in the revolutionary milieu 

by the International Communist Current's version of Luxemburgist 
economics and incomprehension of value theory. (1). The correspondence 
also shows the importance of economics for the CW in the elaboration 
of an overall political perspective, and our determination not to 
become an academic set of Marxist economists: for us the question of 
economics is. tied firmly to..political .positions-and-political practise, 


TT - -London, 
Dear Comrades, rR ES epioren aeee 
It seems to me that the Luxemburgist analysis fails to 
explain wars, reconstruction periods, crises and the moves towards 
state capitalism, There should be only one crisis, when the extra 
capitalist markets are used up, and this should be a terminal one from 
which no recovery should be possible. However, to understand the - 
reality of capitalist decadence is far from easy. While I think your 
analysis is correct, I fail to understand how capitalism can recon- 
struct itself after a round of war and the role which armaments 
production plays in the post war reconstruction. I cannot find any- 
thing in your publications which explains these issues and hope.you . 
will reply to the questions which followeesee. 

I cannot understand how a war can devalue capital: a machine 

simply reproduces its value C in a number of cycles of production, At 
the end of its life it will have produced enough value to replace itself 
with a new machine of the same value. While I understand that the 
destruction brought about by war might open new fields for accumulation 
and thus increase the rate of accumulation once the war is over, I can 
not understand how it can lower the organic composition (a return to 
the handloom does not take place) or how it can devalue constant 
capital or how it can increase the rate of profit. 


ne 
(1) A task begun in RP6 “Accumulation of Contradictions" and in RP11 | 
"Crisis Theory", (Copies available from the group addresg. ) 
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otally unproductive, 
; can reconstruction be built on 
this "pure loss'!? This seems.to me an impossible contradiction, 


aad N, 


Dear Comrade, ; : 

like you we feel that Iuxemburgist ‘economics cannot 
provide a foundation for many of the positions which revolutionary 
Sroups hold. We would also like to assure you that we regard our own 
economics, not in the sense of a finished dogma, but as a framework 
within which we operate, and which is always open to improvement and 
revision, We would not deny that there exist problems with our economic 


perspectives; but these are far fewer than those which exist with any 
rival theory, 


The two problems you raise are: how does war devalue capital? and what 
role does arms production play for capital. We shall try to indicate 
Some answers as far as is possible in the space of a letter, 


WAR AND ACCUMULATION, The role played by war in our century in the 
accumulation process is at once simple and complex. It is easy enough 
to understand the assertion that the destruction (by military action) 
involved in a war allows for a period of 'reconstruction'., The 
productive forces destroyed in the war have to be replaced allowing 

for a reconstruction boom. But the Luxemburgist attempt to explain the 
post World War 2 boom by such reconstruction is a failure, Such a 
theory cannot explain HOW capitalism can 'reconstruct! to a higher 
level of output than existed before the war; logical Iuxemburgism 
implies a ceiling on growth when pre-'destruction! levels of output are 
again reached. If markets are saturated before a war where can the 
solvent demand come from after the war so that production can attain 

“ higher levels? But we know that in 1929 (end of the post World Mg 1 
boom) production levels were higher than in 1914, and that in 19 3 

(end of post World War 2 boom) they were higher than in 1939. How 

can this be explained? As you know, we argue that Gevaluation of 3 
capital during war lays the basis for a new round of pete’ ve 
in this letter, I propose to leave aside the issue of the —— — ° 
capital in general (iee. such methods as cheapening the elements : oh 
constant capital by, for example, lowering raw material ate e 
devaluation of idle capital during a slump, since these are NO 
particular to the devaluation of capital in wartime). 


During a war ~ we speak here of 20th Century total wars - the existing 
mass a capital is Sersiues simply by being run into the rae eee 
replaced by new capital; in volume terms the productive apparatu : 
same as that existing prior to the war, but in value terms fe oi 
due to age and over use. The direction of all production to he wa: 
effort ensures this; the production of Department I factories Sia 
switched from, e.g. machine tools, to armaments, and anit ae — y 
which is technically obsolete before all its value C is use es : 

> o™, into the ground, at a great saving for capital. In peace jo iss 
capitalists who don't keep raising the composition of ee 2 
driven to the wall, but NOT:in wartime. State control of the sr es 
and the war effort introduce such a limitation on competition, onl 

a system of guaranteed orders, that the capitalist has no meet Bahl 
and no obligation to constantly re-equip and improve his “ = sat 
apparatus. The situation at the end of World War 2 was as follows: 


ad lines, marshalling yards and port 
facilities lay in ruins. Machinery had been worn out cit een 
constant use and under maintainance. Mines had been exploite 

so mercilessly that a super human effort.was required to restore 
them to their pre-war efficiencys-eee Agriculture had suffered 
from over cropping..." (Clough and Cole, Economic. History of 


Europe p.851) 


- in a word capita be valued. But not only was the existing 
mass of capital of less value in 1949 than it had been in 1939 (mainly 
due to devaluation rather than destruction), but the composition of 
capital had also fallen in the war years, due to the introduction of 
the reserve army of labour (unemployed, women) into production, usually 
on the basis of the widespread introduction of three-shift working 

and the six day week; the composition of capital fell since the same C 
was being utilised by a larger labour force, i.e. V rose. But this 
expanded labour force was in many cases paid below its value, an 
additional source of ‘extra! profit for capital, in addition to the 
ending of moral depreciation. This ranged from the extremes of slave 
or forced: labour in Germany and Russia, to the substitution of un- 
skilled for skilled labour, and the use of unpaid child labour in 
Britain. Additionally, the rate of exploitation was increased during 
both world wars by the abolition of time-honoured working practises. | 
All this was achieved without any investment in new machinery. As a 
result, we assert that the war witnessed the rapid fall in the com- 
position of capital, and-the;increase (absolute or relative) of unpaid 
surplus labour that laid the basis for the economic expansion which 
took hold from about 1945. 


"Throughout Europe railroa 


Possibly an arithmetical example might illustrate (but is of course 

not proof of) what we are saying. Let us assume that the value of constant 
capital is 1,000 C and that the value of total social labour is 500 V; 

the composition of capital is 2C/1V. Let us assume that the linear 

rate of capital depreciation is 10% (i.e. it wears out in 10 years - 
though it could be scrapped in 5 or 6). If 10%0f the C is replaced 
every year (though due to moral depreciation this would always be 

higher) by more productive capital which is 50% more expensive, but 

which replaces 20% of the labour force, then the composition of capital 
changes thus:.. 


linear depreciation = 100C Value of capital added'= 150 C 

Labour shed = (100C uses 50V, of which 20% is replaced).=.10V 

The composition of capital has thus risen from 1,000C/500V to 
1050C/490V and, assuming everything else stays constant, this would be 
1250C/450V after five years. But what happens in wartime? 


Assuming that linear depreciation remains constant (though it woulda 
almost certainly increase due to extension of shift work etc), then 
after five years the value of the total social capital would he 500C, - 
If some capitalists extend the working day by shifts etc then the : 
total value of V. will-equal 600 and the composition of capital will be 
500C/600V - ise, it will have fallen, capital will be devalued, and the 
composition of capital will be lovwered, 


Let us also assume that the rate of surplus value before..the war was 
50%, and rises in the war to 60% (a conservative figure). We thus have 
three possibilities for the rate of profit: 


Rate of profit =S = 250 = 16% approx. before war 
C+V 1000 + 500 
m™:, £25 
1250+. 450 = 13% approx. after 5 years (no war) 
But, with the outbreak of war = 360 = 31% approx after 5 years of war. 


500 + 600 
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equipment of the productive forces took place after World War 2, You 
point out that this new machinery would be more ‘expensive! than that 
which it replaced, and that therefore the composition of capital 

would rise and the rate of profit fall, Neither is necessarily the case 


phenomenal increases in productivity. If this rises faster than the 
composition of capital, then the rate of profit will NoT fall, instead, 
it will rise. This was the case throughout the capitalist world in 
the 1950's, (Nor is it permissable to say that if this could have 

been done after the war, it could also have been done before; to do 

so required a mass of surplus value that was only generated on the 
basis of the devaluation of capital during the war, and increase in 
exploitation of the proletariat, ) 


Therefore, the bourgeoisie didn't have the problem of wondering why 
they should bother to accumulate in the 1950's; the war had solved that 
problem for them by re-establishing the basis for profitable production. 


ARMAMENTS AND ACCUMULATION, How do we account for the apparent 


discrepancy between our statements that arms production is a loss for 
global capital (like throwing capital into the sea, as Marx said) 
with our assertion that the post-war boom was (partly) accounted for 
by the continuation of the arms economy into peacetime? 


It certainly was not the "permanent arms economy" that fuelled the 
post-war boom as Kidron* claimed, or as the I.C.C. in true eclectic 
fashion sporadically claim, In our view the high level of non-productive 
outlays on armaments after World War 2 was facilitated by the 

economic recovery after 1945, rather than the other way round. A 

high rate of profit allowed the bourgeoisie to devote a high level of 
resources to non-productive outlays without this hindering accumulation. 
What arms production did was to mop up surplus labour and capital which 
would otherwise have lain idle. We think that the formulation of this 
in R.P.10 is rather misleading, and we would try to avoid such imprecise 
formulation in the future, 


If armaments are a loss for global capital, then why do the capitalists 
produce them? Aside from the fact that we cannot look for rationality 
in an irrational economic system, the capitalists do so because they — 
HAVE to a) to police their own proletariat and b) to assure a secure 
position viz a viz other capitalist states. And although arms are a 
loss for global capital, individual capitals can alleviate their own 
problems by selling arms’ to other countries (unlike spending on 

social services which cannot be exported, and is hence. always a.loss 
for both global and each national capital), The arguments from Marx 
onwards about the nature of arms production as a loss for capital 
appear to us never to have been answered. 


As the crisis hits, capital's first response is to cut arms spending 
as an effort to offset the falling rate of profit by cutting back on 
unproductive expenditure (e.g. test bans, SALT etc). Or-to-be more 
accurate, to save that part of S/C+V which is ‘thrown into the sea', 
However, as the inter-imperialist antagonisms, which are intensified 
by the crisis, develop, and.as all 'solutions' to the crisis prove 


nine eeenpneerernreneearmemnteeranaectanainetaeesionsiiciennn ban 
* The economic theoretician of the Socialist Workers Party. 


Clues / 


i : rocess of re-armament begins which can. temporarily : 
wiaataee ae of the effects of, the.crisis,. but which is no solution, 
only a prelude to imperialist war. We feel that we are on the verge 
of entering this stage of the crisis, and this does clearly have a 
bearing on the orientation of revolutionaries. 
. Fraternally, 
The CWO. 


Seattle, USA. 
Dear Comrades, : : . % 
My- question. is in direct response to a point raised in —_ 
International Review 16 "Economic Theories and the Struggle for Socialism 
specifically pages 12-13, ‘ J ; 

"In his abstract model of capitalist accumulation, Grossman assumes 
that the required level of profitability for global capital is one which 
allows constant capital to grow each year by 10% and variable capital by 
5%. When the rate of profit fails much below 10% this growth becomes 
impossible and, according to Grossman, the crisis begins. 

Of course it is quite clear that once the rate of profit falls 
much below 10% then you can't go on increasing constant capital by 10% 
and variable capital by 5% for long. We don't need a statistical table 
to understand that. But why this should pose an insoluble problem for 
global capital remains obscure. Despite the impressive statistical 
gloss of Grossman's analysis he fails completely to show what terrible 
calamity would befall capitalism if constant capital grew by only: 9% 
and variable capital by 4% Or for that matter if the figures were 
8% and 3% or 3% and 1%" 
Though it is Grossman's analysis that is being referred to it is also the 
analysis used in RP2 'The Economic Foundations of Decadence' to explain 
the relationship of the falling rate of profit to capitalist crisis, 
As far as I can see from having read all the International Communist 
Current's articles on crisis theory this is the only significant point 
they have raised to challenge the falling rate of profit theory of 
crisis. 

Fraternally, 
S.A. 


Dear Comrade, 

You have indicated where you think the ICC has pinpointed 
a weakness in our economic theory; we shall try to deal with it here. 
The quotation you give from the ICC shows their ‘criticism' of Grossman 
as a fatuous non-issue, based on clear misunderstanding pf what he, 
Mattick or the CWO says. But, given that the ICC do not even under- 
stand what Rosa Luxemburg, whom they claim to defend, says, we should 
hardly expect them to understand Grossman. Let us clarify what Grossman 
is trying to do. He is trying to show the historical tendency of 
capitalist accumulation; he is not dealing with the phenomenon of 
cyclical crisis AT ALL, as the ICC imply ("the crisis begins"). To 
show this historical tendency, he elaborates a statistical table; he 
also makes clear that this statistical table has nothing to do with 
global capital as such. Mattick says, 


"The table is a fiction which in no wise. must be mistaken for 
reality.... The table is only meant to illustrate the tendency 
of accumulation with no disturbing and complicating tendencies." 
(The Permanent Crisis qu. in RP2) 


So, what does Grossman do? . He goes to the table, illustrative, 
elaborated by Otto Bauer in his criticism of Luxemburg's idea of 
capitalism being unable to create its own market. For the sake of 
argument, says Bauer, let's assume that capitalism-accumulates at: the 
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rate of 10%C and 5%V each cycle; NOTE, the figures are irrelevant, only 
chosen for illustration, and the only essential is that C is greater 
than V, i.e. the composition of capital increases, What happens? On 
Bauex's assumptions (or any other's, for that matter) Luxemburg's 
position’is shown to be false; there is no accumulation of goods in 
either of the Departments of production which cannot be re-integrated 
in the next cycle: of accumulation, Luxemburg, incidentally, was unable 
to refute Bauer (see her Anti-Kritik). What does Grossman now do? He 
Says, let's continue Bauerts table for a few more years; in Bauer's 
model, the rate of profit fell with increasing capital composition 
(and anather assumption - a steady rate of exploitation). Why should 
this lead to a crisis, says Bauer, just as say the ICC ("why th?.- should 
pose an insoluble problem for global capital remains obscure"), 
By simply continuing the table till its 35th cycle, on the basis of 
Bauer's own assumpti ns, Grossman showed why. By then the mass of C 
had grown enormously, and the mass of V less and the rate of profit 
coolinod, Grossman showed that the MASS of surplus value extracted 
from this V was insufficient to meet the capital replacement, still 
less capital accumulation needs of C by the 35th cycle. Or, as 
Mattick has again put it, 


"Henryk Grossman was the first to point out that the crisis and 
final collapse of capitalism could not be explained only by the 
falling rate of profit, the mere index of profit, but by the 
actual mass of profit underlying it. In other words, the 
Surplus value may actually increase, but it will nevertheless be 
insufficient for the needs of accumulation because the rising 
organic composition of capital constantly swallows an ever 


Sreater part of surplus value," (The Permanent Crisis) 


The inanities of the Icc show that they have failed to go beyond the 
Position of Bauer, and failed to understand what Grossman is talking 
about (they argue that for him the rate of profit is crucial, not the 
mass which they never mention). But the ICC's empiricism is clearly 
shown in their idea that Grossman's model, despite all we, he and 
Mattick have Said, is supposed to be some slide rule for reality, when 
its purely illustrative nature is clear. The rate of profit, the 
composition of capital etc matter in the real world of capitalism, but 
the figures used in the example are totally irrelevant, and DONT, as 
the ICC imply, indicate some figures which are imperative for real, 
global capital to attain. WHATEVER the figures chosen by Grossman, the 
historical tendency is the Same, and eventually available surplus value 
becomes insufficient to fund further accumulation. He doesn't assume 
there must be a uniform rate of accumulation of 10% for constant and 
5% for variable capital. He simply asks "if it is accumulated at this 
rate, what would happen?" If he chose higher figures, the erisis comes 
quicker, if lower, later; the tendency remains the same in the abstract 
model, And clearly, he doesn't expect that capital would accumulate 
like this in reality. 


ot not arcue that capitalism has to accumulate at any fixed, 
ae Heithoe does he argue that to do this it has to achieve 

a minimun profit rate of 10% If the ICC understood eer cepeea = 
value, they would realise that on low composition capital suc ap 
accumulation could be achieved on a fairly low rate of profit, ea 
the composition of capital rose, to accumulate at such a ee —— 
require a rate of profit that actually rose, not fell. — sei see 
co-incidental, a statistical irrelevancy, that in the abs iat ied 
the crisis breaks out at a point where the rate of profit fa ot eae 
10% But since the ICC can't understand what Grossman is Sas - p 
that it is something about profit), they look at an abstrac my e - 
note that a crisis erupts when the rate of profit is below 10%, an 


conélude that this must mean that real, global capitalism goes into 
erisis when the rate of profit falls below 10% Never can empiricists 
have condemned themselves so eloquently out of their own mouths! 
Grossman could have chosen totally aifferent starting figures, rates 
of accumulation etc, and the tendency of capitalist accumulation 
revealed would have been the same. Then, doubtless, to the ICC, it 
would have been "obscure" why capitalism had to accumulate at 20C...- 
or 5C, or why capitalism "needed" a rate of profit of Cheese OF Boeooe 
We hope that this letter has convinced you that the ICC's criticism 
of Grossman has no substance. 


Fraternally, 
The CWO. 


OPEN LETTER 
: to the — 
INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST CURRENT 


INTRODUCTION. 
In this issue we are publishing extracts from a letter 
recently sent to the International Communist Current ( 1.C.C.), by a 
comrade who had been in touch with this organization for some time. 
However, he became convinced of the seriousness of the eriticisms of the 
I.C.C, made by the C.W.0., and began to move towards our organization. 
The letter shows, that on the central points of divergence between our 
organizations, the comrade defends the positions of the C.W.O. 


Faced with an upsurge of class struggle internationally, and a series of 
scissions from its organization, the I.C.C. has recently been trying to 
develop a more interventionist and vanguardist role, The careful reader 
of World Revolution will notice that No 27 is full of attempts to cover 

the tracks of the I.C.C. on various issues, such as the leading role of the 
party in the insurrection. Only time will tell whether these develop- 
ments will eventually lead them to question their views on the party, 

the state, and the period of transition. We publish this letter in the 
hope that it will further the process of questioning the political 
assumptions of the I.C.C., by its militants. 


As this letter was sent to the I.C.C. itself, many aspects of it would 
have been obscure to the general reader, unaware of events etc., within 
the organization; we have therefore limited the published version to 
issues of general interest. The frequent references to C.D.Ward, are 
to the text "Reply to the C.W.0.", in W.R. 26. 
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Dear Comrades, 

-eenot all ex-councillists are impressed by your claim to 
be the " pole of regroupment" and by your attempts to recruit them with 
the argument that, "We've got the resources", While the C.W.0O. is 
temporarily fewer in number, their politics are far clearer on all the 
issues where they differ from the I.C.C., and they have a principled 
attitude to recruitment and regroupment. The lie that they are 
monolithic ( which I believed while under the libertarian influence of 
the I.C.C.), is contradicted by their openness to discussion with 
recent splits from the I.C.C. in Britain ( the I.C.0.) and Belgium 
( the G.C.I.). ‘The I.C.C.'s "minimum points" basis for regroupment 
looks convincing when you first tiové away from leftism;~and+cantt...>.... 
understand the C.W.0.'s insistence that such questions as the economic 
foundations of decadence and the proletarian state ( the basis of our 
politics, and what we are aiming to achieve), are important differences 
between organizations, The I.C.C. emphasise the similarities, (unions, 
national liberation), and try to hush up the differences... (by saying 
that)...the CWO is "sectarian", (another famous I.C.C. story). The 
C.W.O. showed how unsectarian they are by trying to convince several 
comrades in Britain and elsewhere, who defend C.W.0. perspectives, to 
be more fraternal to the I.C.C., and they held a public meeting with 
the I.C.C., as well as writing the text in Revolutionary Perspectives 
No 14, "The Role and Tasks of the Communist Minority", partly as a 
polemic aimed at the I.C.C, 


For the I.C,C. the C.W.0.'s attempt to clarify the issue in R.P. 14 is 
a "step backward"; they were not as positive on paper as they were at 
the meeting-ie., they were more critical of the I.C.C, For C.D. Ward 
much of the C.W.0.'s brilliant text on organization is a waste of time 
since it knocks down positions which the I.C.C. doesn't hold. It is 
quite legitimate to criticise the implications of what an organiza- 
tion says and does, even if this contradicts its pious proclamations. 
Obviously, the I.C.C, doesn't hold the position that "organizations 
meet and mgage in exchanging generalities at a high level of 
abstraction", etc., but this is in fact what the I.C.C. does. The I.C.C, 
itself believes it is legitimate to criticise the implications of the 
C.W.O0.'s tendencies. For example, they say that because the C.W.0. 
emphasises the leadership role of the party, they are moving towards 
Bordigism. This is quite legitimate, to criticise what they see as the 
implications of another group's positions, The real difference is that 
the I.C.C.'s positions really do imply spontaneism, pacifism and coun- 
cillism, whereas the positions of the C.W.0. do not imply Bordigism... 


The I.C.C. cannot recognise fraternal criticism...The C.W.0. argues that 
comrades who agree with them sould not "distance themselves from the. 
I.C.C, in a paranoid reaction", but should follow their own approach 

and debate...which the I.C.C. claims to be in favour of. But for the 
C.W.O. to argue that those who agree with their politics should work 
towards a strengthening of the C.W.0.-which seems logical- is for the 
I.C.C. a "sectarian approach to regroupment". Because the I.C.C, is the 
"pole of regroupment", you should join the I.C.C. even if you agree with 
another group's criticisms of it! "Don't join the C.W.0., even if you 
agree with its politics. Join the I.C.C., even if you don't agree with 
its politics", The I.C.C, sees the C.W.0.'s very principled approach 

to ex-I.C,.C. members as " a declaration of intent that the C.W.0O. 
discusses with the I.C.C. in order to split it and win recruits from it", 


a) Why is this a problem? Is the I.C.C. so badly stuck together that 
it will fall apart after one knock? Are they so unsure about their 
political coherence that every criticism is seen as a threat to the 
organization? 
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bv) There is nothing wrong with persuading members of another organi- 
zation to leave and join you- in fact this may be the inevitable result 
of putting forward your politics.,..the workers' movement has always 
experienced interhal migration. a 


c) Finally, this is exacly what the I.C.C. did with the C.W.0., back in! 
1977 «swith the Aberdeen section of the C.W.0. They “welcomed their 
efforts to relate positively ( and later to join) the I.0,C.". In other 
words, they split the C.W.0., and won recruits from it. The texts 
relating to this split are in R.P. 8..... 


D. i -show the way! We have no idea! 2 
»ewhen the I.C.C., 

an ostensibly revolutionary organization, argues that autonomy from the 
unions in running a strike, means that the workers can gain something from 
capital, and don't make it clear that they mean temporary gain, then 
they must be criticised for spreading dangerous illusions......-.. 


The I.C.C.'s new line on the possibility of gains in strikes today is 
essentially part of their view that revolutionaries exist to follow the 
working class. This opportunist and anti-Marxist stance is best illus- 
trated by their French section's notorious participation in the trades 
union-organized steelworkers'. march in Paris in March 1979. The I.C.C, 
believes that, 


"the proletariat learns through its experience, knowing no other 
school than the struggle itself. It learns that: 

-struggle pays 

-the more the struggle finds its own instruments and its own 
objectives, the more its pays". 


( International Review, No. 17, p6.) 


Thus, for the I.C.C., the working class learns directly from its econ- 
omic’ struggles, and not from anywhere else, That is, the party has no 
political role.. According to the I.C.C., what the working class learns 
is not only that struggle pays, but that it pays more if it is autonomous 
from the trades unions. Never mind the content, fetishize the form! In 
other words, it is exactly as the C.W.0. says, 


"The I,C.C, appears to be jettisoning clarity and embracing 
opportunism in an attempt to sink roots in the proletariat." 
(RP. 14, pT.) 


C.D.Ward should know better than to claim that the I.C.C. only urge 
workers to "disrupt" the austerity programme of the bourgeoisie. In the 
April 79 election leaflet, W.R. specifically stated that the class can 
"push back the austerity plans of the bourgeoisie and defend their living 
standards at capitalism's expense." ...This demolition of Werdis assert~ 
ions is necessitated by his attempt to ridicule the C.W.0., by making 
it look as if their criticism of the I.C.C.'s economism, leads to ultra- 
abstentionsism..."risks adding to the bourgeosie's chorus that strikes 

are a waste of time," , Revolutionaries have to point out that it is 
precisely because " workers-dont enter into struggle to win gains in 
consciousness", that this is the only gain to be made. This argues for 
the creation of factory groups, which will have a close relation to the 
day to day struggle, not for the communist organization to fall into 
opportunism, through frustration at the class' stubborn refusal to fit 
into their idealised picture of it. 


The real gain that can be made under decadence is the-building of the 
party...-The abstract and useless resolution on the party, quoted by C.D. 
Ward from W.R. 23 in no way answers the C.W.0O. criticism that the I.C.C. 
has a spontaneist vicw of the party; that it will just appear from the 


Son rr en ee 
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struggle. As the class "secretes" revolutionary &roups, one day it 
will "secrete" the party. We dont have to build it, one day it will 
appear. The theologians of the I.C.c, assure us that the party will 
return- it has been promised unto us. Of course, we who claim others 
wise "dontt understand what this historic totality of the class 
means", and are doomed to revert to the substitutionist ideology: of 


What is to be done? 


fo deny that the communist party can bring about consciousness, flies in 
the face of what every revolutionary knows. ANY group of workers can 
transmit their understanding to a larger group of workers- but according 
to the I.C.C., a group of communist workers cannot do this! This is 
ridiculous,. When communists have organized a party..they will bring 
about communist consciousness in the working class.... Outside of the 
I.C.C...are a number of comrades who recognise that no end of resolutions 
will prevent the defeat of the working class, and who want to build this 
party. The fact is that the party is necessary, not just to accelerate 
the revolutionary process, but t6 LEAD it. This is what the class did 
in Russia, that was why they had a revolution. They didn't have the 
party in Germany, that's why the revolution there was defeated. The 
above is simpler than C.D.Ward's efforts, but actually says something of 
practical import to what revolutionaries are trying to do. 


To say that the party "accelerates", rather than leads the revolution, 
implies that the revolution may happen without the party. For. C.D, 
Ward the party's role-accelerating the movement- is indispensible. It 
doesn't sound very indispensible to me... What the I.C.C. has always 
said about party members being elected to the soviets "as workers", not 
as party delegates does deny an active role for the party, and does imply 
an "autonomous" insurrection. Contrary to the C.W.0.'s view, this does 
not "come close to a councillist utopia", it IS a councillist utopia. 
C.D, Ward now tries to disown this obvious piece of spontaneist mumbo- 
jumbo by saying "that the party plays a vanguard role in the planning 
and execution of the insurrection" (p 25).(1).. 


They noed to make up their minds, but in the meantime the C.W.0. is 
playing a vanguard role in elaborating this very question-they have 
left councillism far behing in the counter-revolutionary swamp.-- They 
have produced at least two full length texts on the question (in RP. 

3 and RP. 14), and are engaged in an international debate on the 
question... In my view, the most coherent communist group today is the 
C.W.O., and I would concur that those who agree with its politics 
should work towards strengthening it. I have therefore applied to join 
the C.W.0, 


~ An_ex-sympathiser of the ZC, C. Nov. 79. 


DEBATE BETWEEN THE C.W,O, AND THE I.C.C. 
— eee 


"The Present Period and the Tasks of Revolutionaries" 
Sat, 23 February, 1980 at 3.00p.m. 


(Small Hall, Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, Holborn.) | 


“time 


(1) It should be pointed out that this volte-face is another example 
of the I.C.C, changing a position, without any admission of the 
fact. (C.W.0. footnote). 
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TOWARDS FACTORY GROUPS OF INTERNATIONAL 


It is often charged against communist organisations that we don't "do 
anything". Fringe leftists may argue that what we say may be very 
interesting and even correct in theory, but that our positions are 
"too abstract", and that it is easy to avoid errors and compromises 
from the sidelines. Workers who aré attracted by our criticism of 
social democracy and the trades unions may have difficulty in seeing 
where thoir own activity can fit in with that of our organisation, 

. seeing the leap to full commitment as being too much to make at one 
step, and possibly doubting the practical relevance of our politics 
to the daily class struggle, 


Let us concéde that this is a genuine, though inadvertant, failing in 
our previous work. Faced with the renewed crisis of capitalism, 
communists had to come to grips with its causes, and then link up with the 
teuditions of the previous communist class expressions; it was 
necessary to define our objectives before plunging into premature 
activism. Deciding where we want to go also involves deciding how to 
get there, and this is the task that groups in the international 
communist milieu are now addressing, through interventions in the class 
and debates in their press. -In recent issues of Revolutionary Per- 
Spectives and our bulletin Workers Voice we have tried to concretise 
the task of.the revolutionary party now and in the revolution. The 
following text is a further contribution:to this task and it takes up 
a clear position in favour of the idea of factory group: without, 
-however, aiming at being a definitive statement of the structure and 
function of these groups, i.se., it is a document of orientation, not 
a factory group platform. We -hope it will help in the on-going debate 
on this issue, and help towards the eventual creation of communist 
groups in the factories, 

C.W.O. January 1980, 


In regard to-the nature and role of the party, it is no accident that 


those communist organisations who today deny the vanguard role of the 


acting ‘autonomously', are precisely those organisations which fail to 
see the absolute need for the party to make its presence felt within 

the class. Those who pose the creation of ‘autonomous! forms of struggle 
in contrast to a struggle organised by the communist party fail to under- 


this sense the international communist party will be the most autonomous 
body the class can create. This is because the revolutionary party 


mass of the working class, the communist party must call for the class 
to create its own mass organs of struggle: factory committees and workers! 


poh, at dems anything 
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councils (soviets). But, although soviets and factory committees are 
necessary instruments for the proletarian dictatorship, in themselves 
they are no guarantee of communism. As the experience .of the German 
and Italian working class after the First World War demonstrates, these 
bodies can co-exist with capitalism and will be recuperated by it if 
the working class docs not destroy the capitalist state and use them 
in its’ own interests over the rest of Society. It is thus only 
insofar as the mass class organs pursue an independent political policy, 
i.e. the policy of its communist party, that they can be said to be 
‘autonomous! in the only meaningful sense of being free from the control 
of the counter-revolution. In other words, the only really autonomous 
struggle is the struggle for communism, which means a class conscious 
struggle, which means a political struggle which is led ana organised 
by the communist party. 


When communists intervene in the class struggle today, while the inter- 
national communist party does not yet exist, it is dangerous to portray 
class struggle outside the trade unions as the wltimate in class Ee 
‘autonomy', Autonomy without class consciousness is meaningless and h, 
communists must be clear that mass action outside of the influence of 

the trade unions is only the first step on the road to class con- 
sciousness, If we are to take seriously our role as the ‘active factor? 
in the development of class consciousness, we must not only be able to 
point the way forward at each stage in the class struggle, we must also 
have a concrete policy towards extending our influence in the working 
class at the point of production, as part of the process of the formation 
of the revolutionary class party. 


For us the party is not a separate entity outside of the class. It is 

a product of the continued historical struggle of the working class. ~~ 

In this sense it is an indirect product of class struggle. It is the 

task of today's communist minorities also to make themselves a direct 

product of the class by establishing a link between the historical class Ec 
struggle (which produces the communist programme of the working class) i 
and the daily struggle of the proletariat. This is a dialectical and 

not a one way process. In this way the class forms the party because 
until the working class joins the revolutionary organisation in numbers 
we cannot really speak of a party. In the process of the formation of | 
the party the class re-acquires its communist programme and the | 
communist organisation is transformed into a real ingtrugeny of the { 
working class. 
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Clearly, such a transformation cannot take place overnight; nor does it 
take place in conditions of our own choosing. But this does not mean 
that we can sit by and allow the wheel of history to turn unaided. 
Communists must therefore do all they can to ensure that their inter- 
vention proceeds as quickly as the: development of the crisis - the 
material basis for the development of class consciousness. 


It is now more than ten years since the end of capital's. post-war period 
of economic 'boom' and, as .we said in R.P.14-(p.13), today's 
revolutionaries are faced with having to develop a more practical 
orientation towards the class struggle. Unlike the revolutionary 
minorities which existed during the counter-revolution, today's 
communists exist when the class is neither demoralised.by..recent. defeats 
(as in the Twenties and Thirties), nor misled into thinking that 
capitalism can go on for ever improving living standards (as in the 
Fifties and Sixties). Today an undefeated working class is struggling 
against ever greater cuts in living standards as the economic crisis 
inexorably deepens. For revolutionaries this combination of a rising 
tide of class struggle and deepening economic crisis is fertile ground 
for effective intervention, because it means that once more the 
objective situation is favourable to the class adopting the 
revolutionary alternative. (1). 
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The understanding of the role of factory groups is therefore part of a 
more @ené¥al process, that of the development of a strategy of inter- 
vention in which revolutionary organisations are trying to develop a 
clear grasp of the practical tasks which they must set themselves if 
their influence within the working class is going to grow. With the fore- 
knowledge that the battles of the class struggle will become more and more 
severe in the future, the impetus for revolutionaries to develop their 
‘strategy for intervention in the class struggle becomes more pressing. 
Whilst the will to intervene by revolutionaries is not ih itself enough 
to result in the birth of a nucleus of communist consciousness in the 
workplace (since objective circumstances impose a limit to how far the 
working class will accept the communist viewpoint), it is certainly true 
that without a practical orientation towards the class struggle the 
revolutionary organisation will be unable to participate directly in the 
struggle and its interventions will be restriced to propagandising and 
agitating in events as they occur. More often than not, if we do not 
participate in specific struggles from the outset, communists will 
‘remain unable to take a practical lead. It is in this context (i.e 
the necessity for the revolutionary organisation to develop a physical 
presence in the working class) that we must situate the discussion on 
factory groups. At the same time, it is important to realise that the 
question of the formation of communist groups in the factories is only 
one part of the overall tasks on the agenda for revolutionary inter- 
vention in the working class (e.g. agitation amongst and organisation 
of unemployed workers; anti-war campaigns for revolutionary defeatism, 
etc.). Factor s are i i j 
rs —— 


Only when the revolutionary organisation has a genuine influence and 
presence in the class can it call itself a party. Although the 
formation of factory groups is not the only practical task of the 
revolutionary organisation it is a major one. because it is in the work- 
Places and factories, at the point of production, that the power of the 
working class lies,—-As Luxemburg said, it is there that the chains of 
capitalism are forged and it is there that they must be broken. The aim 
of the factory &roups is to agitate for the communist programme and to 


advanced workers will gravitate towards the revolutionary political 
Organisation. Thus, the political organisations! factory groups.are an 
important step towards the formation and strengthening of the 
revolutionary party. : 


While a small minority of advancca workers will come to the communist 
organisation individually as a result of agreement with the political 
platform, in general, working class consciousness is heightened in a 
collective way, a8 a result of the class's collective experience. If 
the revolutionary organisation is to have an impact on the working class 
it must prove the validity of its programme by its activity in the class 
struggle. Clearly. therefore, communist factory groups are no less than 
= arm of the revolutionary organisation in the workplace and as such © 
é oe ; 


Sayoeer ein ineach specific strugele, In no sense, then, are we 
advocating the formation of new organs of economic struggle - alternative 


trade union organisations under the aegis of the CWO. One of the most 
important positions we defend is that in today's era, when capitalism 
can no longer concede reforms to the working class, one-time reformist 


and as such are opposed to the interests of the working ‘class. Moreover, 
since reformism is impossible today, until the revolution itself occurs 
genu Sor i king class c ly appe 

, emporary phenomena during highpoints in the c t There is no 
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way in which an organisation representing the only interests the working 
class can have today - viz., its revolutionary interests - can exist 
permanently with a mass following. Communist factory groups will remain 
a minority of the working class (albeit an increasing minority) even 


influence in the class struggle before the revolution. Far from aiding 
the class struggle, it is the ultimate in political irresponsibility 


establish a practical presence in the class. by leaving the problem to 
be resolved by the "class itself” — i.e. the less-conscious majority of 
Workers. Communists are part of the class struggle and we must ensure 
that our part becomes a leading one in the practical sense of the word, 


The question of the formation of factory groups therefore.cannot be 
dismissed as irrelevant for communists. Neither can it be reduced to 
the question of how we relate to groups of workers who are being 
politicised by the class struggle. For the CWO there is no problem as 
to how we should relate to such groups. We relate to them as we woulda 
any other newly-emerging political group, with a view to Winning them 
away from their confusions to communist positions and hopefully 
persuading the most advanced members to join the CWO. Where such groups 
are based at the same workplace their acceptance of CWO politics woulda 


be signalled by their pea a factory group_on the basis ofthe. 
factory group platform see below). » inciden Y, we shall be in 
a muc 


etter position to convince such workers! groups in places where 
we already have an established factory group to demonstrate the practical 
implications of communist politics.) Again, it would be a sign of 
political irresponsibility if a communist organisation refused to make it 
clear to such a group that the implication of political agreement is the 
abandonment of the "autonomous! workers! group for the more coherént 
revolutionary organisation which already exists. More irresponsible 
still would be for the communist organisation not: to relate at all to 
such groups and to leave them to their own devices for fear of being 
‘elitist' or tsubstitutionist'., A communist organisation which refuses 
to claim its political right to leadership of the working class. struggle 
is playing into the hands of capitalism, In practice, if we accept 
workers! groups on their own terms, with all the confused and contra~ 
dictory political positions which inevitably accompany them, this means 
that we are doing nothing to destroy leftist illusions or to combat the 
demoralisation which can quickly result if a coherent political 
direction is not given. 


But if communists have a responsibility to relate towards 'autonomous! 
workers’ groups as_ they arise, we cannot rely on such "spontaneous! 
developments to form the nucleus of the organisation's factory groups. 
We must have. a clearly worked out strategy fo ishing political 
groups_i i evelops. 


CWO has always in principle accepted the necessity of establishing 
factory groups. Significantly, however, it is only at this present 

j Stion o tion in the class struggle is 
in a more immediate way, that commu 
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are beginning to deepen the debate on factory groups . (3). What 
follows is intended to serve as a basic framework for developing our 
strategy for the formation of factory groups, in preparation for the 
time when they will be a practical possibility for the CWO. 


The role of factory groups is to agitate for the communist programme 
in the heart of the working class, at the workplace. By so doing they 
will strengthen the communist organisation and contribute to the form- 
ation of the revolutionary party. In this sense their function is to 
act as a 'transmission belt' or ‘intermediary' between the party and 
the class. Therefore, for revolutionaries to try to establish factory 
groups before there exists an established and coherent political 
organisation, is to misunderstand the relationship of the factory 
groups to the broader political organisation (and ultimately, to the 
party). For revolutionaries, the formation of factory groups can never 
be an end in itself and it is no part of our role to abandon essential 
political tasks (e.g. theoretical and international work) and dissolve 
the political organisation into the.factories. Our function as the 
political leadership of the working class demands not only a presence 
in the workplace and factories, but also an internationally oriented 
organisation, firmly established on the basis of theoretical coherence 
and programmatic clarity. Without these, agitation at the workplace is 
no more than workerist activism: a phenomenon which tends to lead to 
the break-up of organisations and demoralisation, and which has never 
contributed to raising the level of class consciousness. 


It is also a mistake (derived from workerism) to see the factory groups 
as the organisational basis of the party. Although the communist 
factory groups will provide an important link between the party and the 
class, it is the party's role to unite the class politically across 
factory boundaries and the communist party must therefore be formed on 
a territorial basis, ‘Thus party members of the factory groups in any 
one area will be part of a particular local section of the party. 
Again, it is no part of our tasks as communists to foster workers! 
illusions. in factory patriotism. Moreover, since the communist factory 
groups are not the basic organisational unit of the political organ- 
isation, it is unnecessary for their membership to be restriced to 
members of the political organisation alone. However, for the sake of 
clarity and to avoid confusion within the class, membership will be 
restricted by means of the factory group platform to which all members 
must adhere. (This is a shift of position for the CWO - previously we 
held that only CWO members and close sympathisers should be members 
of the factory 'cell' ) The recruitment of factory group members on 
gh aoa of agreement with a factory group platform not only clearly 

elineates the group from leftism and economism but also opens up the 
possibility of principled joint-work in the factories with workers who 
apa: Fis = other communist organisations. In this way the 

ibility o olitical re i i 

sive epi pri ers — of communists will be posed 


pee dtl fon member of the factory group will have the same depth of 
= st ae theoretical understanding as the members who are already 
poli ical organisation, the factory group platform must define 

€ political orientation and framework of activity to ensure that the 
— develop a clearly recognisable communist direction. Without 
Megane there is a real danger of the groups lapsing into an 
ote Sere ae noe or playing a more open counter-revolutionary 
hemes bepes: : ere e influence of party members is weak, factory 
ee Aly hegee workers to support national liberation struggles, ) 
wits Se one e factory group platform, whilst not being identical 
egaien ets orm of the political organisation, stems from the latter 
~ al is pa ea those points which have now, and will have in 
Hectigmeos _ ee Re SPAS: ing the practical course of action the class 


> 
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But it is a misnomer to say that the f: 
'watered-down! version of the communis 
political platform. (This implies an 

Some points of our platform for the sake of 


the class, ) Although, as an agitational version of the larger politic- 


historical elaboration of positions (for example, the causes of capit- 
alist decadence, events of the Russian Revolution), it nevertheless 


While many of the practical tasks of the factory groups will vary 
according to the specific situation in which they find themselves, in a 
general way their role is to promote the greatest possible unification 
of the class and to help prepare the class ideologically and materially 
for the coming class-wide political struggle against the capitalist 
state. Thus, in order to prepare organisationally for the insurrection 
and the time when the working class will rule itself the factory groups 
must agitate for the class to unify across industry, factory, sex, race 
and all other boundaries and outside the unions to form factory 
committees and eventually workers! councils. In every struggle the 
factory groups must point to the ways in which it could be extended 

to unify the class further; the steps which would prevent.a further | 


division of the class (e.g.worksharing in the face of redundancies) and 


oppose any demands made by thé tlass which are outright counter- 
revolutionary (e.g. racist strikes) or strikes which would further 
sectionalise the class %e¢Zein support of import controls or other prot- 
ectionist measures). In fact, where it is not immediately apparent, 

the factory groups will be able to discover which are the unifying ; 
demands and which are the sectionalising ones in each workplace. This 
basic criterion ~ whether or hot the realisation of a demand would 
further unify the class as a step on the road to communism - must always 
be the framework for the ‘communist organisation (not just its factory 
groups) in formulating its revolutionary demands. Moreover, in our 
propaganda and agitation for the unification of the class we must make 
it clear that unity cannot be a means of overcoming the effects of the 
crisis and securing improved living standards because this is impossible 
without the overthrow of capitalism. Class solidarity is the first step 
on the road to that mass organisation and strengthening of the class 
which is necessary to destroy the capitalist state-and which eventually 


will form the basis of the unitary organs of proletarian self-government - 


Sinilarly, when we encourage the class to fight against capital's : 
austerity measures, communists do not spread illusions that economic 
gains can be won; we call for the class to fight because it is only 
through waging the class struggle that the proletariat can organise to 
fight and defeat the bourgeoisie. 


These general points are true for the communist organisation as a whole, 


and for the organisation's factory groups it means that their role, 
outside of periods of mass strikes and during the revolutionary upheaval 
itself, will be largely an oppositional one. The factory groups are 
revolutionary political organs and their propaganda and agitation is no 
less revolutionary for being carried out at the rie -cumeciggs Thus, fox 
example, where a factory group agitates for a particular oo gage ay? 
demand (which may coincide with the demands made by leftists), suc’ as a 
flat-rate wage increase, the revolutionary aspect of such a demand - ic 
its tendency to unify the class - will be emphasised and made explicit, 
for it is not the role of the factory groups to raise economic demands 
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Moreover, since the factory groups exist to show the practical 
way forward to communism, at no time will they attempt to negotiate with 
the enemy (management, government bodies, the trade unions, or whatever ) ; 
rather they must call for the extension of all strikes to which they give 
their support, both physically (beyond. factory and industry boundaries ) 
and wherever possible ideologically (the replacement of economic demands 
with revolutionary political goals). So long as the factory groups act 
in this way, as arms of the broader communist organisation, there is no 
possibility of them becoming involved in trade union activity or integ- 
rated into shop stewards' committees, And while at first their role will 
necessarily be an oppositional one, the factory groups, by virtue of 
their propaganda and agitation, cannot remain abstentionist on partic- 
ular issues of the class struggle. As the crisis of capitalism advances 
more and more workers will begin to realise that communism is the only 
alternative. In the coming revolutionary period the way is open for 
communists in the factories to be elected - on the basis of a revolut- 
ionary platform - as delegates to strike committees and mass assemblies, 
Although, until the revolution itself, these struggles will be defeated, 
such situations will give communists immense scope for publicity and 
revolutionary agitation, and for practically leading the class struggle 
in a communist direction. It is from this perspective that we see the 
establishment of factory groups as an essential part of our strategy for 
fostering the growth of the communist party; the only gain the class can 
make before the revolution. 


as such. 


T) We have always held that it is a task of the revolutionary organisation 
to intervene in the day-to-day struggle when the situation permits . 


(See, for example, R.P.7 p.20) What we are opposed to is 
revolutionaries agitating for economic demands as such and failing to 
put forward communist goals. cane 
2) The spontaneist notion of class consciousness held by the International 
Communist Current has led them into exactly this cul-de-sac. See, for 
example, their article on factory groups in World Revolution 22 
where they reject both the necessity and possibility of a communist 
organisation establishing effective factory groups, and brush aside 
the whole problem of a strategy for intervention with their favourite 
formula: "it will be for the class struggle to decide". "Thus", we 
are told, "the problem of ‘physical presence! of revolutionaries in 
the life of the class can only be solved by the evolution of the 
class struggle itself." 
For the cwo the debate was initially opened by the Partito Comunista 
Internazionalista (Battaglia Comunista) who criticised our as 
re ee view of factory groups, but who did not pursue the 
= ~ (See R.P.9) However, it seems to us (from discussions between 
he 0 and Battaglia Comunista in August, 1979) that the P.C.I 
views on’ the role of factory groups in the day to day struggle still 
requires some clarification and elaboration. 


XXXXXXXXEXK 
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QNORATO DAMEN 


On October 14th, 1979, Onorato Damen died in Milan at the 
age of 85. We pay tribute here to his contribution to the 
revolutionary. movement, : 


4 He was one of the last survivors of those who fought . the 

| passage of Social Democracy into the camp of the bourgeoisie, 
and, similarly, after the First World War fought the de- 
generation of the The Third International. In the long night 
of the counter-revolution in the 1920's and 30's he, unlike 
his mentor Amadeo Bordiga, did not retire from the struggle. 
Onorato Damen was more than a survivor- he was a revolutionary 
spirit that capitalism could not extinguish. 


He enlisted in the Italian army during the First World War , 
but under the impact of the revolutionary struggle of the 
proletariat in Russia he began to denounce "the imperialist 
character of the war" and called for revolutionary defeatism. 
His subsequent court martial led to two years in gaol, the 
first of his many imprisonments, 


| In the events of 1920-21 he was to be found with Bordiga on 

\ the left of the Italian Socialist Party which eventually split 
} at Livorno to found the Italian Communist Party (P.C.I.). 

} When the Left lost control of the P.C.I. to Gramsci it in 
time eventually degenerated into an arm of Russian state 

j capitalism but Damen maintained the struggle to bring it back 
{ to revolutionary marxism. However, he was imprisoned by the 
Fascists from 1926-33 during which period he was expelled 
from the P.C.I. Further periods of confinement followed 
(1935-7 ana 1939-43) but this did not prevent him from 
attempting to keep communism aliye. In 1943, whilst still in 
prison, he founded the Partito Comunista Internazionalista in 
the expectation of a revolutionary wave like that at the end 
of World War One, 


This did not occur but the party he created has continued to 
defend the basic lessons of the Russian Revolution and has, 
unlike other groups of the Italian Left, shown itself capable 
of transcending the errors of the proletariat in the past. 


Today the Partito Comunista Internazionalista (Battaglia 
Comunista) is the main inspiration behind the international 
conferences of the Communist Left to which the CWO adheres. 
When the history of the future International Communist Party 
comes to be written Onorato Damen's name will be found 
amongst the first of its inspirers. 


Ine Partito Comunista Internazionalista publishes the fortnightly news 
paper Battaglia Comunista and the twice yearly review Prometeo. 
Both can be obtained from: P.C.I. C.P. 1753 Milan Italy. 
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TEXTS OF THE COMMUNIST LEFT No.7: 


The Russia We Respect and Defend 


INTRODUCTION 


We are not simply publishing this text by Onorato Damen as a mark of 
respect for his contribution to the revolutionary movement but also to 
demonstrate that the struggle for communism was not completely ex- 
tinguished in the darkest moments of the counter-revolution. This 
article was originally published in Promcteo 2, the organ of the then 
newly created Internationalist Communist Party. The Internationalist 
Communist Party (PCI) took up a position of revolutionary defeatism in 
World War Two and attempted to turn Lenin's slogan of the First World 
War, “Turn the imperialist war into a civil war", into reality in the 
Second. 


At this time the wartime alliance of Britain, USA and Russia had reached 
its height. Whilst the Russian workers were told that they were fighting 
for 'mother Russiat (even the Orthodox Church was given special privileges 
in order to whip up nationalist fervour), in the West workers were told 
by Stalinists and Trotskyists that they were ‘not only fighting fascism 
but also defending "the socialist fatherland", The task of Damen's 
article was .to denounce the nature of Russian state capitalism at the 

same time as defending the early years of the Russian Revolution when it 
seemed that the international revolution was about to usher in a new 
civilisation. This latter was the Russia which "we defend", 


Naturally such a view-point was dangerous in 1943 when anti-fascism was 
used as a smokescreen to defend the imperialist interests of the Allies. 
Many internationalist communists in fact paid with their lives for 
courageously standing out against the mystifications of the Leftist camp 
followers of capitalism. This explains why Prometeo was published 
in clendestinity in “343, 


THE RUSSIA WE RESPECT AND DEFEND 
ee es SO ee POC aaa 


It is no accident that today we communists, the unwavering supporters and 
defenders of the Russian Revolution, of its ideas and of its first actions, 
have to defend ourselves from the accusation of now being against this 
great historic experience, This accusation is thrown at us by those who 
were the Revolution's most open and ferocious enemies during the period 
when the bourgeois liberal and social democratic coalition tried to 
strangle it with arms of the most mercenary military banditry or by famine; 
and sought to isolate it from the capitalist world with the barbed wire of 
defamation and conspiracy. 


Such a complete change of mind, of political evaluation and of sympathy 
towards Russia is much less arbitrary than may be imagined and in the 
light of Marxism is easily understandable. Today this sympathy and 
solidarity ranges from the Church to the captains of industry, from the 
Socialists to the magnates of high finance, 


We are not amongst these; and the workers who have defended, and still 
defend Russia as the first great experiment of their class, have to 
finally understend the reason why we communists do not hesitate to state 
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our opposition to the Russia of Stalin while, at the same time, we 
proclaim ourselves faithful fighters for the Russia of Lenin. 


For us the revolutionary events were not insignificant trifles and we 
adhere completely to the ideas of October through our absolute 
dedication to the cause of the Russian Revolution, the first episode of 
the international revolution. For more than twenty years most of us 
have given everything to its cause: financial interests, family 
affections, freedom, often ending up in prison, internment or concent= 
ration camps. , 


And’so it is that the thankless, but necessary and inescapable task of 
not remaining silent on the truth about Russia therefore falls to us. 
We have learned in the school of Marxism to struggle openly and firmly 
against myths, against any kind of 'taboo', and for the most concrete 
truths of the class struggle. 


And before we set out our points we want those workers who have retained 
their critical capacities and who have not contaminated their class 
instincts, to consider the real reasons which lie at the bottom of the 
profound and sudden solidarity of so many bourgeois reactionaries with 
the Russia of today and from which we can define its true nature. For 
ourselves, we want to clarify here some aspects of this paradoxical 
problem and we are sure we shall all derive from it the same conclusions. 


I. The passionate and noisy love of the bourgeoisie for Stalin's Russia 
is in direct proportion to their interest, which expresses itself in 
the salvation and consolidation of the capitalist system. It follows 
from this that what we respect, the bourgeoisie naturally hates 
through class antithesis. When, instead, our theoretical critique and 
our Party's actions put us at the head of the struggle, the bourgeoisie 
cannot possibly like it. 


II, The legitimisation of the second imperialist war by means. of the 
Stalinist "people's war for democracy", and the official recognition by 
the Orthodox Church which logically supports the war for the great Slav 
fatherland, has deeply impressed the honest bourgeois who is always full 
of love for the fatherland. To legitimise the war meant to tie the 
working masses to it, to chain them to the most brutal and hateful force 
of chauvinism, in order to make victory certain, and with it the 
salvation of capital. 


III. The bolshevisation of the Russian (Communist) Party and the Inter- 
national, the liquidation in these bodies of leading organised 
expressions of the proletariat and their substitution by the stupid 
servants of opportunism, the inequalities in wages which inevitably 
restored social differences; the role assumed by the State and party 
bureaucracy, the role of the class of technicians issuing from the 

work of forced industrialisation and of the Church as a prominant force; 
and the pre-eminence of the State in the place of the dictatorship of 
the proletariat;. the Five Year Plans for the intensive exploitation of 
the re-created subject class of workers - these are all the superficial 
aspects confirming that the interests of Russia are no longer those of 
the proletariat... At this point those who have ditched the revolution 
have deemed it opportune to demonstrate the loyalty and consistency 

to the international bourgeoisie of the new direction in Russian 
policy, sacrificing on the alter of democratic concord the men of the 
old guard, the incorruptible builders of the October Revolution. 

This is the Russia dear to the hearts of Roosevelt, of Churchill and 
all international radicals - but it is not ours. 


TV. The Russia which we respect and defend, on the level of revolutionary 
achievement, is that Russia of the proletariat and poor peasantry who 
under the guide of Lenin and the revolutionary party dared to break the 
framework of feudalism and capitalism and to pose the class dictatorship - 
the transitional experience of proletarian state power whose goal must 
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be to signal the destruction of that very state and that very class. 


The Russia which we respect and defend is that Russia which has given to 
its proletariat and to the international proletariat the consciousness 
of its force, the historic sense of its revolutionary role, the organic 
demonstration of the new workers! world that has its creative centre in 
the 'Soviet', . 

The Russia which we respect and defend is that Russia which for years is 
obliged to operate clandestinely in the shadow of the present 'Bolshevik! 
party and which in the prisons, in the deportations throughout the 
Russian wastes conserves intact its faith in the principles of October 
and which awaits its hour to be able to unite its revolutionary re- 
awakening with that of the international proletariat. 


This is the Russia of our anti-bourgeois struggle, the Russia of our 
unchanging revolutionary passions. 


PROLETARIAN TERROR AND CLASS PARTY 


Tn World Revolution 2 , organ ofthe International Communist Current 

(IcCc) in Britain, there is an article "Terrorism or Class Violence" 

which offers some observations on the debate in the last issue‘of RP 
between the CWO and the Belgian G.C.I. on the issues of terrorism and 
class violence. Regular readers of WR will recognise the familiar 
predicament they get themselves into: despite "misquoting" and "mis- 
representing" them, "the CWO finds itself defending a position which is 
closer to the ICC's than to the GCI's" (p.26) For some reason the CWO 
just wont recognise the basic identity of its views with those of the ICC! 


First of all, let us examine the supposed "misquote" which we are 
alleged to have made against the ICC in RP 13. Our demonstration of the 
dangerous and liberal illusions of the ICC was based on a quote from 
international Review 15 in which we substituted the words "may be 
necessary" for "may prove indispensible". Spot the difference. 


However, the ICC now give us the benifit of the full quote, which is 

sven more pacifist than our supposed "misquote"! Nothing could better 
illustrate this than their simultaneous claim that not only "may" the 
bourgeoisie need to be suppressed (in other words, they may not), but 
that. in suppressing them, in spite of the fact that we may be too lenient 
and weal, we must "guard against any excesses and abuses" (p-27 ) = not 
from the bourgecisie, but from the proletariat! “2 


( 
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No, comrades, there has never been any danger of proletarian excesses 
and abuses, In every confrontation between the two classes, the 
proletarian Red Terror has never even begun to match the White Terror of 
the bourgeoisie. During the last revolutionary wave, the Munich USPD 
were class collaborators whereas the revolutionaries fought for and went 
down with the class, Arguing for "negotiations to avoid bloodshed" the 
USPD if anything caused more bloodshed by spreading and re-inforcing 
pacificist illusions among the working class. In the future, this will 
be the role of such as the ICC ~ by trying to sit on the fence, they will 
helo the bourgeois terror. 


let us briefly state our views on terror, terrorism and violence, to 
show that we are not closer to the ICC than we think. We accept the 
possibility of armed party combat groups of small minorities carrying 
out acts of terror, terrorism, class violence, whatever you want to call 


it, i.e. we may decide tactically ‘to do various ‘terrorist! acts, The 


‘point is, communists are not against such acts in principle unlike the 
Ice, i 


Thése actions cannot be carried out by "daily mass assemblies" armed 
with clubs - the cwo has gone beyond the Stone Age on this issue - but 
by clandestine bodies which will not even be under the direct control 
of the whole party, and certainly not the whole class, They will be 


controlled by the Central Committee of the party, for obvious security 
reasons. 


The point of our critique of the GCI in RP 15 is that small proletarian 
terror groups must be brought under the control of the party. This 

was the perspective of Marx and Lenin, and it is ours today. The 
revolutionary organisation comes first, its specialised bodies second, 
Absolutely failing to come to grips with the politics of groups in order 
to analyse their class nature, as we do, the Icc argue that "terrorism" 
is "essentially" petit bourgeois, "terror" is bourgeois, whereas the 
proletariat, that wondrous mystical being, is intrinsically unable to 
terrorise its Opponents, It can only use some other, qualitatively 
different, kind of violence against them. 


The distinction between terror, terrorism and class violence is, as the 
ICC say, "obviously not clear cut in reality" (p.28) For the sophist- 
icated wordmongers of the ICC, the real argument is about methodology 
and definition rather than such "simplistic" alternatives as our 
unequivocal advocacy of Red Terror. 


The most clear example of ICC distortion of the CWO position is in 
relation to the union march in Paris on March 23, 1979 (not the 

workers! march on Paris, as the ICC say, making it sound very : 
revolutionary!) They say, "What the CWO berates the ICC for not doing 

+e is essentially what we did" (p.26). For the record: in RP 15, our 
position is clearly stated as the EXACT OPPOSITE of the ICC's. We said 
that communists should first have tried to organise a different march at 
with a different route to the union one. And if the union march was still 
taking place, we would still have played a vanguard role and, = cggalldags 
ICC, who called for workers to make the CGT march "a step forward » we 
would have denounced it, and tried to lead the workers from the assembly 
points in Paris to the factories on the outskirts to pull other workers 
out in support, rather than just "calling for support". We say that ai 

is mindless to glorify the desperate acts of unarmed workers , disorganised 
by the Stalinists and the unions with ICC support, against the police. 

The ICC think that getting smashed over the head, gassed and kicked by 

the riot police, helps the class learn its own lessons. For us, the 
working class has already learned enough on the bloody road of 
spontaneity. 


World Revolution and its sister groups not only tail the "ee 
traps set for the working class by the police, CRS and ite ~ = cae a 
reinforce democratism by saying that only "tens of thousan s"o oe 
can struggle. The reason we condemn the Red Brigades is St ena as 
politics are bourgeois, not because they attack the police in > 
instead of "tens of thousands", as the ICC do (p. 28). This _ Se pid 
majoritarian cretinism. For these democrats, violence must be e pameomng 
by daily mass assemblies: this is "good" violence. Bi . rAsreaea soe i 
guard was to use terror against the stete or its agents: is w e 
"bad"violence. This is democratic formalism gone mad. 


The ICC feel they have broken with "majoritarianism" by statements which 
ly confirm it, e.g. " - ae 
a ” ithe important thing.....is not whether the acts (of hes ig sce CWO ) 
are carried out by all the workers or only a "minority", pes ge _ 
they are under the control of the movement as a gia through mass 

assemblies, strike committees or actual soviets." (p.27 ) 
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jori i iolent act, it cannot be under the 
But when a majority carries out a vio , : 
pers of the mass of the class, but only with their auproval and 
endorsement, otherwise the executors of the = ree eg se 

i i The fundamenta aw 

selves over to bourgeois repression, é : 
activity of Max H8lz in Germany in 1919-21 was not that mess out 
his actions outwith the control of the "workers as a whole : ree! 
inevitable - but that he carried them out outside the convrol 0: e 


Communist Party. 

We polemicise with the ICC on this and other issues because we feel that 
there are serious differences between our positions and theirs, and also 
because we feel that their positions are wrong. The positions they 
defend on violence before the revolution could be, literally, fatal. 


ee 


CWO INTERVENTIONS at SWP MEETINGS 


There follows two accounts of interventions our militants made at 
meetings of the Socialist Workers! Party (SWP) in Newcastle and 
Glasgow towards the end of last year. The first concerns the attempt 
of the SWP to claim Sylvia Pankhurst as their own: as we have not 
written on Pankhurst before and as we regard her as part of our 
political lineage, the account of this meeting is lengthened into an 
explanation of the incompatibility of her politics with those of the 
SWP. The second account - on the issue of Ireland - is briefer, since 
this is an issue we have elsewhere developed our positions on in 
detail (see RP 15 "Marxism and the Irish Question"). seca 


It may be wondered why the CWO intervened in the meetings of a group 
whose politics and practice we have often described as reactionary. 
Although objectively the leftists (i.e. the political spectrum from the 
C.P. to the SWP), with their support for anti-fascism, national 
'liberation', trade unions etc, re-inforce capitalism (although the 
more 'official' left, e.g. the Labour Party, do so subjectively as well) 
it is simply not true that individuals join the leftists in order to 
hamstring and confine the class struggle - the road to hell is often 
paved with good intentions! Individual workers and militants join the 
leftists usually because a specific organisation is the first they 
come in contact with when they begin to wish to fight against the 
system. It is our task to start a process of questioning in these 
people before they become irredeemably sunk into leftism. This can be 
done on issues like Pankhurst -' where leftist lies can be easily 
demolished - or Ireland, where many of their militants have 4 vague 
feeling of unease at the leftist pro-IRA stance. If carefully chosen 


and well-prepared, our interventions could accelerate any process of 
questioning going on. 


SYLVIA PANKHURST. 


In the period of massive class struggle in Britain at the end of the 
First World War, Sylvia Pankhurst, along with John Maclean, stands out 
as a beacon of revolutionary clarity and leadership. One of the very 
first to hail the events in Russia in 1917, Pankhurst jettisoned the 
remnants of her reformist background, and moved towards communist 
politics, repeatedly attempting to help unify the disparate socialist 
Sroups into the urgently needed united communist party capable of 
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following the revolutionary lead from Soviet Russia; 


For today's Socialist Workers Party (SWP) Pankhurst is a very different 
person. At a meeting in Newcastle on 4th November '79, the SWP presented 
an almost complete denial of Pankhurst as a@ revolutionary. The speaker 
praised at very great length Pankhurst's period as a militant reformer, 
and glossed over and distorted her role in the revolutionary wave up to 
1921. Before the First World War, Pankhurst was active in the 

suffragette movement in the East End of London. This is the part of her 
life most precious to the reformists of the SWP, particularly the episodes 
where the suffragettes employed militant tactics, Creches, hunger strikes 
and chainings to railings - all ‘are music to the ears of the SWP in its 
flirtations with feminism today. But Pankhurst became a communist 
precisely by breaking with her pre-war politics which the SWP today lauds. 


Pankhurst opposed the First World War on pacifist grounds, but she was 
moving towards the terrain of working class politics as the international 
class struggle grew in response to the capitalists' war, Her Women's 
Dreadnought became the Workers Dreadnought in July 1917, and she was a 
leader of the Workers Socialiss Federation (WSF), formed in May 1918. 

The formation of the WSF was! no abdication from organising a united 
communist leadership in the working class — an attempt at immediate 
fusion with the British Socialist Party (BSP) failed for the principled: - 
reason that the WSF wished the fused organisation "to. decide between 
Parliaoucnt and bourgeois democracy, or the. Soviets and proletarian 
democracy as the goal towards which our propaganda should be aiming", 
(Pankhurst, quoted in W.Kendall, The Revolutionary Movement in Britain) 
The WSF strove for the next 2% years for the formation, on a 

principled basis, of a united communist party. 


In Britain, the split between the confused groups like the BSP holding 
a "numbers at any cost" position and the principled revolutionaries was 
widening. The Amsterdam Conference of the Sub-Bureau of the Comintern 
in February 1920 had committed those present to "no compromise with the 
bourgeoisie or social patriotic parties, with parties of the Second 
International or with the agents of capital within the Labour Movement" 
(quoted in Kendall, op.cit. p.20 ) - to the protests of the BSP, 

By February 1920, Pankhurst was prepared to go ahead to form a ‘left- 
wing' C.P, if no principled major re-groupment could take place, When. 
the August 1920 Unity Convention was declared to be binding in its 
decisions on participants, the’ WSF-catled an alternative conference of 
organisations "which are definately non-parliamentarian and opposed to 
the Labour Party", (Kendall, op.cit.) The conference took up the name 
Communist Party (British Section of the Third International) (CP(BSTI)), 
preferring, correctly, the prospect of an unambiguously clear and 
revolutionary party (albeit small), to domination in the larger and so 
dubious BSP swamp, The BSP'ts unity conference formed the CPGB, mainly 
comprising BSP members and adopting politics both of parliamentary 
action and of affiliation to the Labour Party. 


Prior to this enshrinement of political differences into separate 
communist parties, Lenin's "Left-Wing Communism, an Infantile Disorder" 
had appeared. This marked the start of the Bolshevik and Comintern swing 
towards an advocation of parliamentary and trades union work = a change 
which took place most importantly and sadly at a time of intense inter- 
national struggle e.g. the Ruhr Insurrection of March 1920 and at the 
height of the Italian workers! struggles. The real possibility of the 
European masses rallying to unambiguous revolutionary positions was so 
clearly still there - and, any return to reformism was so potentially 
disastrous, -This was no academic question for Pankhurst - "The Labour 
Party will soon be forming a government. The revolutionary opposition 
must make ready to attack it....." (Quoted in Lenin's "Left Wing 
Communism"), At this point Lenin was tragically advocating at that high 
moment of class struggle that the communists "help Henderson and 
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Snowden (Labour. leaders - CWO) to beat Lloyd George and Churchill", 
(op.cit. p.85) On such confusion, the whole direction of class 
struggle can turn: that is why the communist party must unite ona. 
principled, clear basis, as Pankhurst urged. 


For the SWP speakers at Newcastle, the whole queStion was enscapulated 

as Pankhurst "didn't get on with Lenin" !! In June 1920, Pankhurst 

attended the 2nd Comintern Conference, at which the infamous "21 

conditions" - including the.necessity for trade union and parliamentary 

action - became obligatory on Comintern member parties, Nevertheless, 

(far from the simplistic "didn't get on with Lenin") in personal 

discussions with Pankhurst, Lenin's personal prestige was sufficient to 

convince her that unity was of paramount importance in Britain, at any 

cost. She in turn convinced most of the WSF/CP (BSTI), which in 

January 1921 joined the CPGB, In the CPGB, Pankhurst tried to keep the - 
Dreadnought as a "left communist" organ, and out of direct CPGB control. “F 
The paper's criticism of reformism, united front tactics, and the - 
direction Russia was taking (e.g. it published Gorter's "Why we need the 2 
Communist Workers International" -"re-printed in RP 11) led to her 

rapid expulsion from the CPGB, 


For the Socialist Workers Party of today, "the problem that (Pankhurst ) 
failed to overcome was that of the nature of organisation needed" to 
overthrow capitalism. In fact she was amongst the cerlicst to see the 
need for a clear communist party and’to break from the tactics of the 
Second International. And she would only have scorned the present-day 
SWP - which tries to recupergte ber -.with its campaigns to 'vote 
labour' and “'defend our unions’. 


Any assessment of Sylvia Pankhurst should be viewed as part of the 
process of the break of socialists from the reformism of the Second 
International as the era of revolution, and of capitalist decadence, 
dawned, For the SWP, reforms are still there to be won. So what the 
SWP should attack is Pankhurst's politics - she was a revolutionary, 
while the SWP in all its practice is reformist. Communists today 
must denounce the SWP, as Pankhurst herself would have done. In 
particular, in response to all their efforts to claim her as a fore- 
runner of their feminist mystifications, we must say, "Hands Off 
Sylvia Pankhurst! With all her failings, she is in our tradition, 
that of communist intransigence", 


IRELAND 


The situation in Northern Ireland remains a running sore on the side 
of British capitalism, and a nightmare for the working class in the 
"six counties". The task of fighting the nationalist poison there is i) 
as urgent as ever, 
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On 2nd December, the SWP held a meeting in Glasgow on Ireland, 
addressed by Eamonn McCann on "why the troops should pull out". McCann 
raised a fow eyebrows in the audience when he argued that British 
capitalism had no wish to remain in Ulster, made no profit out of it,and 
sincerely wished to dismantle the ‘Orange Statelet', but that it could 
not, since it could leave no stable political structure behind - all 
of which contradicts the usual SWP fabrications on the issue. But 
the audience was reassured when he expressed his support for the 
Provisional IRA (despite recognising that they had no chance of victory) 
as the only ‘anti-imperialist' force in Ulster, 


Our organisation made the following intervention from the floor. 


In looking at the Irish situation, Marxists put aside appeals to 
emotion, such as those roused by British brutality in Ireland. 
Marxists look at each situation on the basis of the interests of 
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the working class. Behind the demand for Troops Out - troops 
whose intervention the precursor of the SWP supported in 1969 - 
behind this emotional demand, lies the demand for a United 
Ireland. In no way would British or Irish workers benefit from 
this. Just as an independent Eire did not develop into a 
prosperous, bourgeois state, neither would a United Treland. 

The main bencficiaytes would be British capitalism, which would 
Save the £600 million a year it loses due to its Ulster presence, 


Behind the slogan that the British army has no right to be in 
Northern Ireland - which is an absurd position; for Marxists it has 
no right to be in Britain either - behind this lies support, critical 
or otherwise, for the IRA. The anti-working class nature of this 
orgenisation has been clear since its militants crushed the Cork 
Soviets in 1919, and whose terror campaigns helped to drive the 
striking Belfast workers in 1919 back into the arms of Unionisn, 
and it continues to massacre British and Irish workers today. 

There can be no national solution to the Irish question, the only 
solution is the unity of Catholic and Protestant workers against 
both the Nationalist and Unionist bourgeoisie, in a fight for 
communism, 


In response, the speaker argued that to call for working class unity was 
all very well, but that we lived in the "real world" and that the only 
force fighting the British Army was the Provos. The argument for 
"realism" is always the stock in trade of opportunism; was it "realistic" 
for Lenin to oppose the imperialist war in 1914? Communists realise 

that in defending certain class positions, they become isolated ait 
Specific historical junctures, but that the defence of these positions 
is the only long-term "realistic" position. The argument for "realism" 
also rebounds on the SWP. The most "unrealistic" position in Ireland is 
to support the IRA in a struggle they have no_hope of winning. And to 
try to win the working class for class unity, difficult though it may be, 
is far more "realistic" than to try and win the protestant working class 
to Catholic nationalism - or do the SWP foresee their extermination or 
expulsion from a United Irelana? 


The demand for national independence was progressive in certain cases 

when capitalism itself was a progressive social system, but it is 
reactionary now that capitalism is in decay, In Ireland workers are 
murdering each other for causes which are not theirs. Revolutionaries ex- 
pose mercilessly any concessions to nationalist illusions. 
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NOW AVAILABLE: 


Second Conference of groups of the Communist Left, Paris Nov. 78. 
Vol 1/ Preparatory Texts (50p post paid) 
Vol 2/ In preparation. (Proceedings) 


3° Conference acs Groupes de la Gauche Communiste 


Bulletin de Preparation (French only) 30p. post paid, | 


For copies of these documents, relating to the discussion on 
theory and tactics in the communist left, write to the CWO address, | 


